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Also, petition of International Association of New York, favor-
ing duty on gems—to the Committee on Ways and Means,

Also, petition of National Association of Lithographers, for a
duty on all lithographic products—to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. HARDWICK : Paper to accompany bill for relief of
Delilia MeGuire—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Mary L. Walker—
to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH: Petition of J. 8. MecCready
Post, No. 456, Department of Ohio, Grand Army of the Repub-
lic, against engraving picture of Jefferson Davis on silver
service of the battle ship Mississippi—to the Committee on
Naval Affairs,

By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio: Paper to accompany bill for re-
lief of Ellen Leach, widow of Robert A. Leach—to the Commit-
tee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. LINDBERGH : Petition from the business men of
Brooten, Minn.; Evansville, Minn.; Browerville, Minn.; and
Eagle Bend, Minn, protesting against the enactment of a
parcels-post law by Congress—to the Committee on the Post-
Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota : Petition of Western South
Dakota Stock Growers’ Association favoring reciprocity with
foreign countries relative to meats—to the Committee on Ways
and Means,

By Mr. MURPHY : Petition of Texas County (Mo.) Farmers’
Union, for parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post-Office
and Post-Roads.

By Mr. PATTERSON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of
Edwin R. Mears—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. SPERRY : Petition of citizens of New Haven, Conn.,
favoring the reduction of the duty on wheat—to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

SENATE.
Turspay, June 8, 19089.

The Senate met at 10.30 o’clock a. m.
Prayer by Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, of the city of Washington.
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved.

FRENCH SPOLIATION CLATIM.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims,
transmitting the findings of fact and conclusions of law filed
under the act of January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation
claims, set out in the findings by the court relating to the vessel
sloop Diana, Henry Nicoll, master (8. Doc. No. 84), which,
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee
on Claims and ordered to be printed.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J.
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed
a bill (H. R. 9541) to amend an act entitled “An act temporarily
to provide revenues and a civil government for Porto Rico, and

. for other purposes,” approved April 12, 1900, in which it
requested the concurrence of the Senate.
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

Mr. SCOTT presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Wheel-
ing, W. Va., remonstrating against any increase of the duty on
print paper and wood pulp, as proposed in the so-called “ Payne
tariff bill,” which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of the United
States, praying that an appropriation be made to place in Statu-
ary Hall a suitable memorial to the memory of James Rumsey,
which were referred to the Committee on the Library.

Mr. FLETCHER presented a petition of the Board of Trade
of Miami, Fla., praying for the imposition of a duty of at least
40 cents per box or crate on all pineapples imported into this
country, which was referred to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. BURTON presented petitions of sundry citizens of Con-
voy and of Local Grange No. 873, Patrons of Husbandry, of
Little Hoeking, all in the State of Ohio, praying for a reduc-
tion of the duty on raw and refined sugars, which were ordered
to lie on the table.

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Fremont,
Vanlue, Findlay, Continental, Moline, Walbridge, Curtice, East
Toledo, Elmore, and Oak Harbor, all in the State of Ohio, pray-
ing for the retention of the present duty on raw sugars, which
were ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the National Board of

Trade, praying that liberal appropriations be made for the im- |
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provement of the rivers and harbors of the country, which was
referred to the Committee on Commerce.

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens employed in
the oil industry at Pleasantville, Tidioute, and Sheffield, all in
the State of Pennsylvania, praying that a duty of 50 cents per
barrel be placed on all crude oil, and also for a corresponding
duty on the manufactured products of crude oil coming from
foreign countries, which ‘was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a petition of the National Board of Trade,
praying for the substitution of specific duties instead of ad va-
lorem duties in the pending tariff bill; for the appointment
of a nonpartisan expert tariff commission, and also for the
improvement of trade relations with insular possessions, which
was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. DEPEW presented a petition of Abraham Lincoln Coun-
cil, No. 14, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Brook-
lyn, N. Y., praying for the passage of the so-called “ Overman
amendment ” to the pending tariff bill, proposing to increase
the head tax on immigrants from $4 to $10, which was ordered
to lie on the table.

He also presented memorials of members of the composing
room of the North Side News chapel, of New York City; of
members of the Buffalo Electrotype Works, of Buffalo; of mem-
bers of the New York World composing room, of New York City ;
and of members of the Bvening Call composing-room chapel, of
New York City, all in the State of New York, remonstrating
against the inclusion in the pending tariff bill of any duty on
tnl;ews %rint paper and wood pulp, which were ordered to lie on

e table.

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 11, Pulp,
Sulphite, and Paper Mill Workers, of Morrisonville, N. Y., and
a memorial of the International Brotherhood of Stationary
Firemen, of Troy, N. Y., remonstrating against’ any reduction in
the duty on print paper and wood pulp as contained in the
Dingley bill, which were ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented petitions of sundry newspaper workers of
New York City, Brooklyn, Glendale, Sheepshead Bay, and Bath
Beach, all in the State of New York, praying for the retention
of the duty on print paper and wood pulp as proposed in the
so-called * Payne tariff bill,” which were ordered to lie on the
table.

He also presented a memorial of Typhographia No. 4, Zweig
der Deutsch-Amerikanischen Typographia, of Buffalo, N. Y.,
remonstrating against any change in the rates on wood pulp
and print paper as fixed by the House bill, which was ordered
to lie on the table.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous
consent, the second time, and referred as follows:

By Mr. PAGE:

A bill (8. 2542) granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo
W. Shedd;

A bill (8. 2543) granting an increase of pension to John H,
Sargent (with the accompanying papers) ; and

A bill (8. 2544) granting an increase of pension to Joseph A.
Lambert (with the accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on
Pensions.

By Mr. PENROSE:

A bill (8. 2545) to establish a fish-culture station in New
Mexico; to the Committee on Fisheries.

A bill (8. 2546) to correct the military record of John C.
Barrett (with the accompanying paper) ; and

A bill (8. 2547) to grant an honorable discharge to Harry P.
Eakin; fo the Committee on Milifary Affairs.

A bill (8. 2548) granting an increase of pension to John Bell:

A bill (8. 25649) granting an Increase of pension to Alice M.
Bright; and

A bill (8. 2550) to pension volunteer army nurses; to the
Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. MONEY :

A bill (8. 2551) for the relief of M. T. Sigrest;

A bill (8. 2552) for the relief of heirs or estate of Mrs.
Eunice Hurdle, deceased ;

A Dbill (8. 2553) for the relief of J. W. Causey; and

A bill (8. 2554) for the relief of J. R. Hollowell; to the Com-
mittee on Claims.

THOMAS COYLE AND BRIDGET COYLE.
On motion of Mr. BUurRNHAM, it was

' Ordered, That there may be withdrawn from the files of the Senate

the papers accompang:ln% the bill for the relief of Thomas Coyle and

Bridget Coylihts. 446, 60th Cong., 1st sess.), there having been no ad-
ereomn.

SCHOOLS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.
NELSON. I present an article prepared by W. C.

verse report

Mr.

Dodge, a former trustee of the public schools in the District of
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Columbia, relating to the schools and school buildings of the
national eapital. 1 move that it be printed as a document (8.
Doe. No. 86).

The motion was agreed to.

INTERNATIONAL INSTITUTE OF AGRICULTURE AT ROME,

Mr. PERKINS. I present a letter from Mr. David Lubin,
dated Rome, May 23, 1909, addressed to my colleague and my-
self, relative to the International Institute of Agriculture at
Rome, Imove that it be printed asa document (8. Doc. No. 85).

The motion was agreed to,

HOUSE BILL REFERRED.

H.R.9541. An act to amend an act entitled “An act tem-
porarily to provide revenues and a civil government for Porto
Rico, and for other purposes,” approved April 12, 1900, was
read twice by its title and referred to the Committee on Pacific
Islands and Porto Rico.

THE TARIFEF.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning business is
closed, and the calendar is in order.

- The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 1438) to provide revenue, equalize
duties, and encourage the industries of the United States, and
for other purposes.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, in view of the criticism
made yesterday by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Ar-
pricH] of the attitude of some Republican Senators on the
tariff bill as not being Republican, I send to the desk and ask
to have read the following resolution of the executive commit-
tee of the Republican Editorial Association of Indiana, which
was passed only a few days ago.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objee-
tion to the request of the Senator from Indiana, and the Secre-
tary will read the resolution.

The Secretary read as follows:

RESOLUTION OF EXECUTIVE COMM'ITTEE, INDIANA REPUBLICAN EDITORIAL

ASSOCIATION. f
INDIANA REPUBLICAN EDITORIAL ASSOCIATION.

The executive committee of the Indiana Republican Editorial Asso-
ciation unanimously indorses the attitude of Senator BEVERIDGE on the
subject of tariff revision. His efforts to secure a dowmward revision
of the tariff are in harmony with the will of the people throughont
Indiana and accord wcith the platform pled o{nthe Requbumu party.
What the peog!e want Congress to do while special session is to
settle the tarilf question for a Feriod of years, and nothing short of
a revision downward along protective lines as advocated by Senator
BevERIDGE will suffice.

The above expression was flven out after a meeting of the executive
committee held in Indianapolis May 28, 1909, Every member of the
committee was present.

EpwARD A. REMY, Seymour,
A. M. WILLOUGHBY, Greensburg,
Harry M. SMITH, Greencastle,
. B. Mappocg, Bloomfield
A, A, McCaIN, Craw, ord.sv{he,
Brecutive Committce.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I had not intended to present this reso-
lution, and would not now but for the criticism to which I
referred.

I ask permission also to insert, without reading, excerpts
from speeches of President Taft before and since the campaign,
as well as an extract from the recent speech of Secretary Mac-
Veagh, at Chicago. I should give more and fuller extracts but
for the fact that I have given them heretofore. But they are
g0 pertinent at this moment that I give these few brief extracts
again.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objec-
tion, and the request is granted.

The matter referred to is as follows:

OUR CANDIDATE AT CINCINNATI, JUNE 28, 1908.

The tariff in @ number of the schedules erceeds the difference be-
tween the cost of production of such articles abroad and at home,
including a reasonable profit to the American producer.

The cxcess over that difference serves no useful purpose, but offers
a temptation to those who would monopolize the mz:ctm and the
sale of such articles in this country to profit by the excessive rates.

On the other hand, there are some {gw other schedules in which the
tariff is not sufficiently hi%:e to give the measure of protection which
they should receive upon publican principles, and as to those the
tariff should be ralsed.

OUR CANDIDATE AT CINCINNATI, SEPTEMBER 22, 1008,

The Dingley tariff has served the country well, but its rates have be-
come generauy ercessive. They have become excessive because condi-
tions have changed since its passage in 1898. Home of the rates are
probably too low, due also to the change of conditions,

But on the whole, THE TARIFF OUGHT TO BE LOWERED in accordance
with the Republican principles and the poliey that it has always upheld
of protection of our industries.

e movement in_ favor of revision has arisen within the Republican
party and is pressed forward by members o{ the Republican party.

The revision which they desire Is a revislon which shall reduce ex-
ms{::y rates and at the same time preserve the industries of the
country.

OUR CANDIDATE AT MILWAUKEE, SEPTEMBER 24, 1008.

It is intended under the protective system, by judicious encourage-
ment, to build up industries as the natural conditions of the country
justify to a point where they can stand alone and fight their own battles
in competition of the world.

There are many articles in common use to-day which were unknown
when the Dingl:ly tariff bill was enacted. Conditions with respect to
the cost of articles abroad have changed just as they have changed in
this country, so that the difference between the cost of production at
home and abroad ten ycars ago was in many instances different and less
than it is to-dady.

It is my judgment, as it is that of many Republicans, that there
are many schedules of the tariff in which the rates are excessive, and
there are @ few in which the rates are not sufficient to fill the meas-
ure of conservative protection.

It is my judgment that a revision of the tariff in accordance with the
pledge of the Republican platform will be, on the whaole, a substantial
REVISION DOWNWARD, though there probably will be a FEW exceptions
in this regard.

As the temporary leader of the party, I do not hesitate to say with
all the emphasis of which I am capable, that if the party is given the
?;%tl}:iate of power in November it will perform its promises in good
Our candidate also made these same statements at Des Moines, Towa,
one day later.

THE PRESIDENT-ELECT AT NEW YORK, DECEMBER 17, 1908.

«Mr. Taft dwelt almost wholly upon the revision of the tariff, which
he singled out as the most important declaration made at the last na-
tional convention, and, after having previously referred to the veto
power of the Chief Erecutive, sald, with all the emphasis of which he
was capable :

“Better no revision at all, BETTER THAT THE NEW BILL SHOULD FAIL,
unless we have an honest and thorough revision on the basis laid down
and the prineciples outlined in the party platform.” (Report of New
York Tribune, December 18, 1908.)

THE PRESIDENT IN HIS INAUGURAL, MARCH 4, 1009.

It Is thought that there has been such a change in conditions since
the enactment of the Dingley Act, drafted on a similarly protective
principle, that the measure of the tariff above stated will permit the
reduction of rates in certain schedules and will require the advance-
ment of feir, IF ANY.

It is Imperatively necessary, therefore, that a tariff bill be drawn in
good faith in accordance with promises made before the election by the
partyltln power, and as promptly passed as due consideration will
permit.

THE SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY, AT CHICAGO, JUNE 5, 1909.

If, then, the people, and especially the people of the Middle West,
shall be made satisfied by the new tariff law, the tarif question is
likely to be out of the way for a considerable time. But if they are
not made satisfied, then we will not have rest, and we will not bhave a
clear fleld for currency reform,

It seems to me that the chances are largely In favor of a revision
that the ple will accept.

What t ople expect is what the protectionist R;Fubllcnn party
promised in lg last year's platform ; and, while it is falking agaeinst the
wind to argue that the revision expec is not @ REVISION DOWN, it
would be equally futile to say that the revision down was promised to
be a revision down and out.

In conclusion, one word about the President. He, too, seems to be
of good cheer as to this tariff question. He seems to place great rell-
ance upon the wisdom of the Congress and upon its public spirit. Of
course, it Is easier to be complacent when you know you have the last
wcllrs, and that the last word is a combination of language and big
stick.

The Presldent is an optimist, and tremendously able, with full con-
fidence in his abllity to bring things to pass. He is so strong and
big and confident that he will walt a long time, however, before he will
fully use his stren%tg;, but the impression he makes is that if his
antagonism should aroused nothing could stop him. (Ieport of
Chicago Tribune, June 6, 1909.)

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report
the pending amendment.

The SecreTArY. In Schedule K, wool and manufactures of,
page 129, paragraph 308, the committee proposes to strike out
the paragraph as printed in the House text and to insert a new
paragraph 368, as follows:

368. Top waste, slubbing waste, roving waste, ring waste, and gar-
netted waste, 30 cents per pound.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The guestion is on agreeing
to the amendment of the committee.

Mr. DOLLIVER obtained the floor.

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has recognized
the Senator from Iowa.

Mr. DOLLIVER. I yield to the Senator from Kansas,

Mr. BRISTOW. I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the
roll.
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The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Aldrich Clarke, Ark. G heim
Clay

Piles
Bacon Heyburn Rayner
Beveridge Crane Hughes Root
Borah Crawford Johnson, N. Dak. Bcott
Bradley Culberson Johnston, Ala. Simmons
Brandegee Cullom Kean mith, Mich.
Bristow Cummins i} moot
Drown Curtig MeCumber Stone
Bulkeley Depew MecLaurin Sutherland
Burkett Dixon Martin Taliaferro
Burnham Dolliver Money Taylor
Burrows Fletcher Nelson Warner
Burton Flint Oliver Warren
Carter Frazier Overman Wetmore
Chamberlain Frye Page
Cla.pg Gallinger Penrose
Clark, Wyo. Gamble Perkins

Mr, PILES. 1 desire to announce that my colleague [Mr.
Joxes] is unavoidably detained from the Chamber for a short
time this morning.

Mr, SCOTT. My colleague [Mr. Erxins] is unavoidably de-
. tained this morning, but will be here later.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Sixty-five Senators have re-
sponded to their names. There is a quorum present. The Sen-
ator from Iowa will proceed.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I do not rise for the pur-
pose of antagonizing the amendment which has been offered
by the committee to the paragraph now under consideration,
although T desire to say that I contemplate offering amendments
to paragraphs earlier in the schedule than the one now before
the Senafe.

The proposition now before the Senate restores the Dingley
rates on such forms of wool wastes, including top waste and
such like wastes, in the process of cloth manufactare. The
Dingley rate was 20 cents a pound. The committee increases
it to 30 cents a pound, and it is obviously absurd——

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa
yield to the Senator from Montana?

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly.

Mr. CARTER. I call the Senator's attention to printed page
122 of the bill, which shows that the rate proposed by the
amendment to which he referred is identical with the Dingley
rate, to wit, 30 cents a pound.

Mr. DOLLIVER. I then have misunderstood what the Sen-
ator from Rhode Island said, and I will be compelled to with-
draw some observations which I have already made.

Mr. ALDRICH rose,

Mr. DOLLIVER. I understood the Senator to state that
the committee’s amendment as presented restored the rate as it
appeared in the House bill. I was in error about that.

Mr. ALDRICH. No; the Dingley rate.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Yes,

Mr. ALDRICH. The amendments of the committee in every
instance propose to restore the Dingley rates on everything
pertaining to wool

Mr. DOLLIVER. Now, Mr. President, I wish to call the
attention of the Senate to what is done in the Dingley law
and in this amendment to these forms of wool wastes. They
are wastes arising in the process of manufacturing worsted
cloths in the main. They are assessed here at 30 cents a pound.
They are the raw material of the great carded-wool industry
of America, an industry which counts thousands of mills in
practically every State in the Union—that branch of the woolen
industry the most widely scattered, the most honestly capital-
ized, l;&d now struggling in the midst of much distress for its
very e.

I want to call the attention of the Senate to what this propo-
gition does to the largest department of woolen manufacture
in America. As I said a moment ago, these wastes are by-
products in the manufacture of worsted yarns and worsted
cloths. What duty does the worsted manufacturer or spinner
who imports those wools into the United States pay? He pays
12 cents a pound whether the wool is washed or unwashed.
Of course such wool comes here washed. Its shrinkage upon
the average is so insignificant that nobody will deny the truth
of what I state when I assert that the duty upon a scoured
pound of it is practically 15 cents. It shrinks less than 20 per
cent. Most of the shrinkage has been taken up by washing it,
which does not advance its duty at all, since in the case of comb-
ing wool when it is scoured the shrinkage is almost negligible,
and the duty put upon it is 15 cents a scoured pound.

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Towa
yield to the Senator from Wyoming?

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly.

Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator tell me what class of wool
he refers to?

Mr. DOLLIVER. I am talking about English washed comb-
ing wool and Canadian wool.

Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator tell me what proportion of
that character of wool goes into consumption ?

Mr. DOLLIVER. I am not going into statistics now, al-
though I will lay before the Senate a full statement of the sta-
tistics. But I want to ask the Senator from Wyoming a ques-
tion: Is it not true that those wools, shrinking less than 20
per cent, come here under a scoured duty amounting to about
15 cents a pound?

Mr. WARREN. Answering that question, the Senator has
placed the percentage of shrinkage considerably lower than
what it is, in my judgment. But in connection with that, let
me say that the imports of wool that will shrink- less than
nearly double that is only about 4 or 5 per cent of the consump-
tion of the United States. It merely takes the wools that are
used for luster goods, and so forth, and is not the wool In
general use in the manufacture of worsted goods for men's and
women’s wear.

Mr. DOLLIVER. These wools that T am talking about are
now coming into the United States at the rate of 2,000,000
pounds a month by our book of statistics, if I have them cor-
rectly analyzed, and the peculiar thing about it is that by the
original draft or plan of this wool tariff they came in washed
at the same rate that the clothing wools came in. They came
in washed without any addition to the duty, whereas the cloth-
ing wools doubled the duty if they eame in washed. And the
shrinkage, as I have said, brings these wools into the Boston
market at 15 cents a scoured pound.

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa
yield to the Senator from Wyoming?

Mr. DOLLIVER, Certainly.

Mr. WARREN. Does the Senator assert that the imports of
that class of wool are averaging 2,000,000 pounds a month; and
if so, how far back does it go?

Mr. DOLLIVER. I noficed that in the carded importa-
tions——

AMr. WARREN. I desire to say to the Senator that they do
not amount to one-half that, going back over a series of years.

Mr. DOLLIVER. I think they are getting ready for the sit-
nation that is liable to arise.

Mr. WARREN. I desire further fo say that they have not
amounted to that for sixteen years, Take sixteen years ago—
they formed only 7 per cent of the imports to this country.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Very well. Now, Mr. President, the wools
that are imported by the manufacturer of worsted goods are
certainly the light-shrinkage wools, whatever their character
may be. They do not bring here the heavy-shrinkage wools of
South Africa or South America, or the scoured merino grades
that fill the wildernesses of this world. They buy light-shrink-
age wool, upon which the duty paid is eguivalent to a duty of
less than 20 cents a scoured pound into the United States.

Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator allow me there?

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly.

Mr. WARREN. To what class of wools other than the second-
class wools does the Senator allude when he says that they
shrink but 20 per cent?

Mr. DOLLIVER. There are wools of the other class, I think,
that come within that description.

Mr. WARREN. The record shows, let me say in this connee-
tion, that worsted manufacturers are bringing wool from every
one of the countries the Senator mentioned ; bringing, of course,
the lightest shrinkage they can get, just the same as the carded-
wool people do. All people who wish to get into this market
with wool will naturally bring that which shrinks the least
in the process of cleansing to scoured wool.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Now, confining myself for the minute to
the English combing wool and the Canadian combing wool, which
comes in without any addition to their duty after they have
been shorn, I repeat that their duty, put upon the average, is
not in excess of 15 cents the scoured pound. Yet the proposition
here is to take the wastes that fall off in the process of their ad-
vancement toward cloth and assess a duty upon it of 20 cents
a pound, and that just opens a crack which enables the Senate
to see what the complaint is of the great department of woolen
industry, having more factories and employing more people than
any other, which has been left out of the caleulations of the
framers of this measure.

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Towa
yield to the Senator from Wyoming?

Mr. DOLLIVER, C(Certainly.
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Mr. WARREN. I will ask the Senafor a question. He is ad-
dressing his remarks, as I understand, to paragraph 3687

Mr. DOLLIVER. Yes; and objecting to having a higher
specific duty upon top waste and combing waste than the col-
lective duties upon the scoured contents of the fleece from which
they fall.

Mr. WARREN. There is not one of those wastes but what
is used by the factories that make them in the manufacture of
worsted cloth. The Senator is wrong in thinking that those
wastes are the ones that the earded-wool men are seeking to get.

CARDED-WOOL INDUSTRY.

Mr. DOLLIVER. I intend to let the carded-wool men. spealk
for themselves.

Mr. WARREN. Very well.

Mr. DOLLIVER. I ask the Secretary to read, for the in-
formation ef the Senate, from an address to the President of
the United States, issued the other day.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
retary will read as requested.

The Seeretary read as follows:

CANDED WOOLEN INDUSTHY APPEALE TO THE PRESIDENT—COMMITTEE
EXPLAINS THE SERIOUS TARIFF BURDENS—SPECIFIC DUTY ON WOOL IN
THE GREASE INEQUITABLE—BULEK OF WOOL BSUITED FOR CARDED WOOLEN
MANUFACTURING IS OF THE HEAVY SHRINKING CLASS.

[New York Journmal of Commerce, June T, 1900.]

Edward Moir, president of the Carded Wool Associatlon and chalrs
man of a special tariff committee of the association, called upon Presi-
dent Taft on Wednesday last with other members of the committee and
presented a petltion te show the serious burdens now resting on the
carded woolen Indus and on the consumers of wool goods.
members of the committee comprised H.
Germantown, Pa.; W. A, Dickey, jr., of Baltimore,
Pllling of Klamensi, Del. The petition follows:

His EXCELLENCY THE PRESIDENT,
Washington, D. C.

Sir: We appear before you to-day for the p
facts relating to the tariff on wool and wool
may know of the serious bm now
miusgc e?in? b im&cun f;t?f ‘E':.}ln hﬂ.la' befo

pa ule 5 the: same e e now re the Senate, and
in the Dingley luw. Both provide for a specific duty of 11 cents and 12
ecents a pound on wool in the grease. his is the first grievanes to
which we eall your attention. Grease wool contains ly vary!
proportions of grease and dirt, which is washed out in’ the Tfirs
process—scouring—and is of no value whatever to the wool manufac-
turer. This wool grease and dirt amounts in many cases to as much
as 80 per cent of the grease weight of the wool, while on some light
ghrinkage ﬂ'ades it is much less—as low as 15 per cent.

you will understand how wide is the varlation in the dn

e other
Md.

of stating certain
ucts' in order that you
on the carded woolen

From th
on the clean wool. With a shrinkage of 80 per cenf, a duty of 1
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The result is that the light-shrinking lots
of wool can be imported at a very low duty, while the tariff on the
heavy-shrinking wools Is so high that they can not be imported at all.
An application of the Dlni_l‘gy tarif to 80,000,000 pounds of wool
recently sold at auction at London, Liverpool, L['elbou.rne. and Sydney
showed that the ad valorem equivalent of the Dingley 11 cents duty
on grease wool varied from 23 per cent to T33 per cent,

Mr. WARREN, Mr., President, will the Secretary please go
back and read those percentages of shrinkage again?

Mr. DOLLIVER. And, Mr. President, it will not distarb me
if the Senator from Wyoming, who is an expert on wool rais-
ing, will hold his statistieal controversy with those memorialists,
rather than with me, because those people are also experts,

Mr. WARREN. I have some acquaintance with those people,
and I have some knowledge of wool. I may have misunder-
stood the statement as to there being T33 per cent of shrinkage,
but, as I understood it, it was that certain wools had 733 per
cent of shrinkage.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will reread
the part of the article referred to by the Senator from Wyoming,

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the
article, as follows:

From this you will understand how wide is the variation in the duty
on the clean wool. With a shrink,glga of 80 per cena a daty of 11 cents
per grease pound is 55 cents per clean pound. With a shrinkage of 20
per cent, the same 11 cents duty on the grease welght is only 14 cents
per clean pound. The result is that the light-shrinking lots of wool
can be imported at a very low duty, while the tariff on the heavy-
shrinking wools is so high that they can not be imported at all. An
application of the Dingley tariff to 80,000,000 pounds of wool recent]
sold at awction at London, Liverpool, Melbourne, and Sydney show
that the ad valorem equivalent of the Dingley 11 cents d’uty on. grease
wool varied from 23 per cent to 733 per cent.

The bulk of the wool sulted for our branch of the industry, earded
woolen manufacturing, Is heavy shrinking, while the wools suited for
the other branch of the industry, worsted manufacturing, is lght
shrinking. The burden under which we are suffering arlses from this
fact, and hence our appeal to the House, the Senate, and now to you for
relief from this injustice. The conditlons we have described result not
only in the opi)resslon and ruin of the carded woolen indnst?r, dotting
the country with idle mills, but also in s]ll)ecial rivileges of Immense
value to the worsted s&lnnlng industry, which is being rapidly concen-
trated into a few wealthy, prosperous, and powerful combinations.

At the same time the wool grower is deprived of the protection con-
templated bly the Dh{_fley tariff law. t law the duty on
scoured wool at three times the duty on unwashed wool; that Is,
at 33 cents a scoured pound for class 1 wool, and 36 cents a scoured

14 cents per clean pound.

Without ebjection, the Sec- |
i

J. Hamill and M. D. King, of
.3 and IF ¥

pouudtgrfelmswool. This is on the assumption that it requires 3

pounds grease wool to give 1 pound of scoured wool; and this as-
sumption is further indicated by the D ey and I‘gzne provisions for
com tory duties on ug&@u_ based on ratio of 4 pounds of grease
to 1 pound of fin cloth, allowing for a loss of 25 per cent im
manufacturing. This legal promise of 83 cents & Bco undfto ga
am, for the

woo!mwer has proved in practice to be a delusion and a
law t gives. the of sucgoProtectIon breaks it by allowing the
importation of lglitshrinking w at the 11-cent rate. The protee-
tion to the woolgrower is measured, not by the Dingley duty of 33
cents a pound on scoured wool, but by the equivalent per scoured pound
of the 11l-cent duty on wool actually imported, which eqtu’_ivnlent
runs as low as 14 cents and In przllclt!ca m;del elxceegﬁe 20 ef% The
average grease wool Import uring past five years
is 40 per cent, equal to a duty of 18.6 cents per scoured pound.
INCONSISTENCIES OF THE PRESENT TARIFF.

Thus under this present wool tariff the woolgrower ls deprived of
the expected proteetion, the carded wool manufacturer is deprived of
all access to the foreign wool suited to his requnirements, while the
worsted spinners enjoy valuable special lprivﬂ by being permitted
to import the wool they require at a very low duty per scoured pound.

= ides the inequality to which we have just called your attention,
there are other serious abuses in the Dingley tariff on wool.

First, we will mention the provision by which wool of the first class,
f washed on the sheep's back, is subjected to a double duty of 22 cents
a pound, while wool of the second class, if washed on the sheep's
back, is admitted at the single rate of 12 cents a pound. The result is
that all wool of the second class is imported In the washed condition
in order to avoid the pi ent of the duty on and dirt, while the
very heavy wool of the first class can not be imported at all. The dis-
erimination against one class of peo%!; and in favor of another under
this arrangement of the tariff arises from the fact that the second-class
wool {s used for the manufacture of worsted while the wool adapted for
carded woolen goods Is of the first class. We demand the abolition of
this diserimination and special nﬁﬂvllegs- under the law,

Anocther inequality from which we ask relief is that provision of the
Dingley and Payne bills which makes the duty on scoured wool three
times the duty on grease wool. Tbistis based on the assumption that
nired to

3 pounds of grease wool is ield 1 pound of scoured wool,
whereas a vﬁhr“ge part of the world's wool clip shrinks much less
than two-thi he result of this tnaauality is to prohibit the im-
ortation of scoured wool and confine the imports to wool shrinking
ess than two-thirds. The diserimination against dne class of people
and In favor of another under this arrangement of the tariff arises
from the fact that worsted spinners ordinarily buy wool in the
whereas scoured wools are used by the carded woolen manufa

Thus the scoured wool clause of the Dingley and Payne tariff bills
constitute a burdensome discrimination against the carded woolen man-
ufacturers from which we demand relief.

We desire to call your attention to the fact that the carded woolen
and worsted bramches of wool manufacturing, although distinct in re-
spect to certain technlcal processes and grndu of raw material used,
still are competing branches of trade, because worsted and car
woolen are used for the same purposes. Consequently these
diseriminations against the carded woolen industry aid the worsted
branch of the business by injuring the latter's competitor.

PROHIBITORY DUTIES ON THE BY-PRODUCTS OF WOOL MANUFACTURING.

3. Another and very serious defeet in the D ey and Payne bills is
the practieally prohibitory duties on the by-products of wool manufac-
turing. Here n we find a tion against one class of people
and sge(:la.l rivileges for another, because these by-products can be used
only by cnrc?ed'-woolen manufacturers, while worsted spinners, although
they can not use them, have them for sale. This is one of the most
gserious of the tariff abuses from which we ask rellef, as the dutles on
such h{-products vary from 50 to 200 per cent.

4. The present wool schedule is practically that of 1867, which was
primarily a war-revenue tax; and as all other schedules have been re-
adjusted to meet changed conditioms, this schedule should be redrawn
to meet the changed conditions of wool growing and the wants of the
manufacturers. Take Ohio wool, for example: The quality of wool
grown hio is ¢ ed in quality as well as in gquantity. ine
merino was at one time the staple growth, but in a few years more that
quality of wool will not be grown in Ohio. Much of the + .1 now

there is from the mutton variety of sheep, and this wool carries
a net protection of about 20 cents per scoured pound, against 33 to 44
cents the grower in the West.

5. We ask for an equal opportunity with all others under the law,
in order that we may enjoy the reward of our labor, skill, and enter-
prise in business in which we are engn.ied. It is in. this capacity
of ecarded woolen manufacturers that we make our appeal to you. But
our demands should be granted not only in justice to us as carded
woolen manufacturers, but in justice to the consumer of wool goods.

special interests of th

e, however, call your attention
to the fact that eve

2 CcOnsnmer..
burden on the carded woolen industry that we
have mentioned is also a burden on the consumer of wool goods,
whether underclothing, outside clothing, blankets, or other articles
made of wool; and that the sgfml privileges granted to the worsted

branch of this industry result an increase of these burdens not onl&
on tl:a- earded woolen manufacturers, but also on the consumers in th
country.

6. It would not be possible at this time to go into detailed discus-
sion of the proper remedies for the abuses to which we have called
your attention. We will state, however, that it is our firm bellef that
the only complete remedy for these inequalities is a tariff based on
value. Specific duties based on the scoured weight of the wool and

duated on by-products by classifications according to value, or
compound duties consisting of both specific and ad valorem rates would
ﬂvu &ut[a] rellef. But if the exigencies of the sitnation ever lead

o vernment to adopt any of these partial remedles, it should not
be forgotten that they are partial, and that the only complete remedy
is an ad valorem tariff. The protective rate on wool goods is ad
valorem, and if this ecan be made effective on manufactured goods,
there can be no doubt of its efficiency on the raw material.

ASKS THAT WOOL TARIFF BE THOROUGHLY INVESTIGATED AND REVISED.

7. We ask that the tariff on wool and wool glnods be. thoroughly
investigated and revised. We desire to have the principle of protection .
maintained for all producers, whether of wool, wool goods, or clothing.
And we are as ready to have Inequalities corrected In the tariff on wool
goods as In the tariff on raw materials. We are ready to go Into the
consideration of the technical detalls of this problem either with you
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or anyone you may designate, and to any extent you may desire. We
are ready to do this with representatives of the woolgrowers, worsted
manufacturers, and of the Government. We su ted such a confer-
ence to the Ways and Means Committee of the House of Representa-
tives. We have at all times been willlng to carry out that s stion,
confident that the better the truth is own the better will be our
chances to gain an equal opportunity under the law.

We represent an industry that covers nearly every State In the Union
has over three times the number of establishments to those em%oyed
in the combing of wool with a greater number of employees. nder
the present schedule many woolen mills have been closed, and a con-
tinuance of the same means great distress to many mill owners and
operatives. We Dbelleve that the platform of the party meant an honest
revision of the tariff. On a recent visit to the Finance Committee and
placing the injustice of the wool duties before it, and being told that
while we had a grievance that the schedule counid not be opened, we
feel Indignant that such treatment should be meted out to us, that the
cardinal principles of fair play and even-handed justice, under which
we are sus;posed to live, should be cast aside or subordinated to a
coalition of forces that are specialig favored under the Dlngle{ bill.
Therefore, Mr. President, we appeal to you to use your influence in the
pro quarter so that this industry mnf have what it is entitled to
under our Constitution, even-handed justice, neither more or less.

Respectfully, yours,
EpwARD MoOIR,
President Carded Wool Association.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President

Mr. WARREN, May I ask the Senator from Iowa a ques-
tion before he resumes?

Mr. DOLLIVER, Certainly.

.Mr. WARREN. I do not see any proposition in the letter
which has been read except the one for ad valorem duties. I
should like to ask the Senator from Iowa if he has any infor-
mation from the carded-wool people, from whom this comes,
which makes any other or different provision for relief?

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I entered upon my investi-
gation of this case without knowing that there was a human
being interested in it. I had no knowledge of the actual com-
plaints of these good people who were trying to manufacture
wool into cloth until I had spent a good deal of time trying to
find my way through the wool tariff by myself.

Personally, I do not agree with the opinion which has been
so often expressed here that there ought to be specific duties
on everything. There are things where specific duties neces-
sarily operate to create almost incredible inequalities, and the
specific duty on wool by the pound is a case like that. That
method of assessment is 50 years old in the United States
and even older. There was a reason for it when it was adopted.
We had not, fifty years ago, perfected our scheme of adminis-
tration of customs laws, and the sheep people had many reasons
to suspect ad valorem duties as applied to their product, be-
cause the Government was without any facilities to actually
assess duties on that article upon the basis of value; but
within these fifty years the wool trade of the world has de-
veloped in an intelligent way.

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa
yield to the Senator from Montana?

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly; I yield.

Mr, CARTER. Mr. President, I will ask the Senator from
Iowa to take into consideration this state of facts and favor us
with his views upon the basis furnished by them. When the
wool tariff was passed in 1867, 99 per cent of the woolen cloth-
ing of the country was of earded woolen manufacture. Owing
to a change in fashion and demand, the conditions have been so
far reversed that we now have from 85 to 90 per cent of our
clothing made of worsted goods, and 10 to 15 per cent only of
the so-called “‘ carded woolens,” There is probably not in this
Chamber a single suit of clothes made of carded woolen goods.
At the time the carded woolen manufacturers appeared before
the Committee on Ways and Means of the House, a gentleman
present said:

If these advocates of this disappearing form of manufacture will

stand up, 1 venture to say that every one of them is now wearing a
suit of worsted woolen clothes.

And, strange to say, that proved to be the fact.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Bnt General Grosvenor seemed to have on
a suit of woolen eclothes,

Mr. CARTER. Well, but he was a statesman out of a job.
[Laughter.]

Mr. DOLLIVER. No: he was the representative of the wool-
growers of the United States, proving that an excellent article
of woolen clothes was manufactured for $10. I do not intend
now, however, to go into the guestion that the Senator from
Montana has raised, because there is no way to settle it, but
1 will wait a long time before I become convinced that in the
climate which prevails in Towa in the winter time, and which
we get notice of two days in advance from our weather stations
in Montana, there is likely to be a very unanimous turning

away from the woolen clothes, as my friend from Montana
seems to believe.

Mr. CARTER. Well, Mr. President, worsted goods are, of
course, woolen goods. I refer to the method of manufacture.

Mr. DOLLIVER. And as this debate develops it will be
shown that a large range of the woolen goods are deliberately
described as half cotton, and if that were not done in the law,
it would be done under the eye of almost anybody who looks
at them or almost anybody who tries to wear them.

Now, Mr. President, feeling that backwardness that would
naturally characterize a man not connected with the wool busi-
ness or the wool trade, and seeing the honored Senator from
Maine [Mr. FrYE] in the Chair, I desire the Secretary to read
what the Woolen Manufacturers' Association of the State of
Maine has to say about the business.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection the Seec-
retary will read as requested.

The Secretary read as follows:

MAINE WOOLEN MILLS ASK FOR A FAIR TARIFF—GORDON DOBSON AD-
DRESSES ARGUMENT TO SENATOR HALE—REQUESTS SUCH REVISION OF
THE DINGLEY BILL AS WILL GIVE FAIR PLAY TO ALL INTERESTS FROM
WOOLGROWER TO CONSUMER—OTHERWISE AGITATION FOR REVISION WILL
BE CONTINUED,

BosTox, June 2.

Gordon Dobson, president of the Maine Woolen Manufacturers’ Asso-
ciation, recently forwarded to Senator HALE a letter, arguing for more
equitable treatment in revising Schedule K. The letter, which has just
been glven out for publication, is as follows :

Hon. EvGeENE HALE, Washington, D. C.

Sie: We have your letter of the 12th instant, in which you ask us to
strike out from a copy of Schedule K of the Dingley tariff what we do
not wish to appear and write in what we want to appear ; to make it as
we would llke to have it read when enacted into law. In complying as
far as possible with your recLuest we will at the same time state why
we can not do all that you ask.

We are manufacturers of wool goods by the carded woolen process.
Bchedule K covers all groducm of wool, whether In the raw state, pnrtlg
manufactured or finished, and by whatever process. To comg!y wit
your request it would be necessary for us to recommend classifications,
tariff rates and methods of assessment, not only for the goods we manu-
facture, but also for those we do not make, and for the raw material
for our milis.

Let us begin with the raw material. We have already stated to the
Committee on Finance our objections to the present specific duties on
grease wool, which are levied on grease and dirt as well as on wool,
and to the prohibitory duties on by-products. They shut us out from
the sugply of forel¥n wool and by-products sulted for our Industry, and
give the users of light shrinking combing wools access to the foreign
markets at a very low rate of duty. By this arrangement the wool
grower is deprived of the protection contemplated under the law, the
worsted spinning industry enjoys special favors of great wvalue, the
carded woolen Industry is strangled, while the ultimate consumer is de-
prived of an adequate supply of wool goods.

The complete remedy for these inequalities under the present law is
an ad valorem tariff on wool, which automatically adjusts itself to all
the conditions by which a tariff should be regulated. We recommend
this complete solution to Congress. It would be manifestly improper
for us to do more than to suggest to you a particular rate on wool.
First, because we are not familiar with the business or cost of pro-
ducing wool in this country or abroad; and, second, becaunse we are
buyers and users of wool, and therefore ﬁnnnc'lally Interested In obtain-
ing a aup%ly of this material at as low a cost as possible. In revising
Schedule K the first thing is to fix the tariff rate on wool, which is the
basis of the entire schedule of duties. This rate shounld be fair to the
woolgrower and the consumer of wool goods, and should bear uni-
formly on all branches of the wool-manufacturing industry. The rate
on wool must be fixed before it is possible for anyone to frame a system
of duties on wool goods. For your guldance in fixing the tariff rate on
wool we want to submit the following statement, showing the quantity
and value of the wool of classes 1 and 2 imported during the five years
endin% June, 1907, together with the amount of specific duty collected
and the ad valorem equivalent of that duty:

Quantity, 426,036,605 pounds; value, $93,667,059; duty collected,
$47.550,548 ; ad valorem equivalent, 50.8 per cent.

This statement shows that if the duty collected on the wool imports
for these five years had been ad valorem it would have been 5H0. r
cent. This measures the protection the woolgrower has been recelvl):g
under the Dingley tariff on an ad valorem basis. The importations
have been confined to grease wools, on which the shrinkage did not ex-
ceed 55 per cent, running as low as 15 per cent, the average shrinkage
being about 40 per cent. An ad wvalorem tariff on wool will remove
completely the Inequalities by which the ecarded woolen industry ls
burdened and the worsted industry favored.

We also desire to call your attention to the fact that if the complete
remedy for the inequalities in the wool tariff is not a lplied by the
adoption of ad valorem duties, a partial remedy is av:tilage by levying
a specific duty on the scoured weight. We ask that, whatever duty is
levied on wool, it be applied without the arbitrary distinctions that
now exist between unwashed, washed, sorted, and scoured wools, and
that the division Into class 1 and elass 2 be abolished. The cost of
washing, sorting, and scouring is trifling and the ad valorem or specific
rate on the scoured weight can be made to cover such cost.

Rither of the methods above suggested would raise the tariff rate on
light-shrinkage wools to a point at which all wools, including those
heavy-shrinkage grades now excluded by duties risinz as high as 800
per cent, would be admitted at the same tarif tax, and thus the wool-
grower would obtain better protection than at present.

As a suggestion to you In revising the Dingley tariff on wool, its hy-

roducts, and wool goods, we respectfully call your attention to the
follm\-ing extract from the politiea Platform of 1908, which stated the
principle tglilt shounld guide you in the tariff revision in which you are
now engaged.

*“ In-all tariff legislation the true principle of protection is best main-
tained by the imposition of such duties as will equal the difference be-
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tween the cost of production at home and abroad, tegether with a rea-
gonable profit to American industries.”
on all
wool-

Rates of duty on wool and its by-products that bear eguall
branches of wool manufacturing and are satisfactory to both the
grower and the American consumer of wool goods will be satisfactory
to us. A tariff on the manufactures of wool based on the r[nd&}e
stated in the above contract will also be satisfactory to us. en the
rates of duty on wool and its hy-produets are determined it will be pos-
sible to complete the revision of Schedule K.

We want, however, to call your attention again to the fact that
Schedule K covers a wide range of fabrics other than carded-woolen
goods, and that the proper way to complete the revision is for you to
enlist the coeperation l:?all branches o? the wool-manufacturing indus-
try—wool growing, carded woolen, worsted, kni felt—
under conditions that will make It Impossible for anyone to obiain an
unfair advantage, or for the domestie industry to be deprived of ade-
quate protection.

We do not claim to be less selfish or less anxious to do business
under favorable conditions than are those en in wool growing
or the other branches of wool manufa t we have named,
What we want to make clear to you is that, burdened by the inequall-
ties of the present tarif and conscious of the 1 popular senti-
ment in favor of the transaction of public business with justice to all.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, feeling deeply as I do that
this framework of wool duties, which has gradually taken on
what appears to be permanent and final form for nearly fifty
years, is oppressive, burdensome, and unequal in its operation
as between great manufacturing interests entitled in common
to the protection and guardianship of our laws, I am compelled
also to become a very humble spokesman for the agricultural
interests of this country, who are perhaps as much interested
in this old schedule as any department of wool manufacturing.
I have felt it necessary, however, owing to the aspersions that
have been cast upon my political character, to occasionally re-
turn to the statement that I am within the Republican fold
and the old-time Republican faith. I contemplate no attack
on the sixth agricultural industry of America. It is the one
point in tariff making upon which all parties can naturally
agree.

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa
yield to the Senator from Wyoming?

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly.

Mr. WARREN., Nobody, perhaps, knows better than I do
the genuine IRepublicanism of the Senator from Iowa, or what
feeling of interest he has in the farmer. He is a farmer, so
am I. We are both farmers.

Mr, DOLLIVER. You are the greatest shepherd since Abra-
ham. [Laughter.] ; e

Mr. WARREN. Just at this moment, while the Senator is
addressing himself to paragraph 368, I want fo say to him that
it is the woolgrowers' interests that are at stake in that para-
graph and not the manufacturers. Not one of these wastes
named in this paragraph is necessary to the carded-wool men,
becanse it is all used by the worsted men before it leaves the
machinery which creates it.

Mr. DOLLIVER. I have never been able to understand,
although the Senator from Wyoming and myself are both inter-
ested in the sheep business—I on a very modest scale and he
on a scale that will make his name historic

Mr. WARREN. I may say to the Senator I own no sheep.
I do not own a cow, or even a dog or cat. I own nothing in
the live animal line except one horge. It is true I have some
interests in the way of capital stock in live-stock cempanies,
the same as I have in other companies—industrial and railread.
I do not personally own a hoof of sheep or a hoof of cattle;
only a horse which I sometimes ride.

Mr. DOLLIVER. I have been deceived about the matter.
When the Senator took me over that territory, he had all the
airs of ownership, and afforded all those delicate hospitalities
that could not have arisen in the heart of a mere renter. He
not only exhibited to me these pastures and these flocks, but he
confided to me much fine philosophy of life, both of men and
sheep. I remember he told me there was one peculiarity about
a sheep. He said a sheep does not seem to care particularly
whether it lives or dies. [Laughter.]

Mr. WARREN. I am exceedingly gratified to know that I
was able to teach the Senator from Iowa something he did not
know before.” I hope I may have equal success in the course
of this debate.
~ Mr. DOLLIVER. The Senator is not only able to teach me
many things, but his generous spirit has a sort of medicinal
relation to the wounds I have received in this Chamber. See-
ing, then, that we are both farmers, and seeing that the Sena-
tor’s anxieties appear to be in behalf of agriculture, I should
like to know why the American Woolgrowers' Association
filled the post-office with letters from Washington to my con-
stituents, telling them to hurry up; that Senator Dorriver had
gone wrong on wool.

tting, carpet, an

Mr. WARREN. I have not the slightest idea why they
should pursue my friend, the Senator from Iowa.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Are you not president of that association?

Mr. WARREN. I am not.

Mr. DOLLIVER. You were.

Mr. WARREN. I am not connected with that association as
an officer, and T am not certain that I am even a member. I
presume I may pay my dues. That privilege is usually offered
to the humblest of shepherds. -

Mr. DOLLIVER. That is a privilege which ought never to be
despised. ‘That is the attitude of 90,000,000 people toward
the weavers and shepherds at this hour in the-United States.
Nevertheless, a hurry-up call was sent to the sheep raisers in
Jewa and other Western States, asking them without loss of
time to put me right on wool. One of those letiers fell into
the hands of the Sheep and Woolgrowers' Association, of Min-
nesota, and was forwarded here to our honored colleague the
junior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Crapr], whose service to
the cause of a reasonable tariff revision is everywhere appreci-
ated in the United States. The Senator from Minnesota [Mr.
Crarp] did me the compliment to send to me the letter of the
president of the Sheep Growers' Association, of Minnesota, Mr.
Magnus Brown, a great farmer and a great thinker, for a good
deal of the deep thinking of the United States is done on the
farm, even more than many of us imagine.

Instead of answering his letter at length he sent him a copy
of the remarks which I had the honor to make in the Senate
some weeks ago, not particularly for wbat I said, but because T
had included in my remarks certain statements of Mr. Samuel
Dale, editor of the Textile World Record, of Boston, who in
my judgment is the best nonpartisan expert upon all depart-
ments of wool and woolens in the United States.

I desire the Secretary to read what the president of the
Minnesota Sheep and Wool Growers' Association says in the
letter to the Senator from Minnesota, and I want the Senator
from Wyoming to listen to it, because this long-headed man
geems to think that there is a more natural partnership between
certain kinds of wool out in the West and the worsted manu-
facturers of New England than there is between the ordinary
woolgrowers of Iowa and Miunesota and the Mississippi Valley
and these game interesting people,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Secretary will read, if
there is no objection.

The Secretary read as follows:

THE MINNESOTA SHEEP AND
WOOLGROWERS' ASSOCIATION,
Farmington, Minn., May 29, 1909.
Hon, Moses B. CLarp,
Washington, D. C.

DEAR BIin: Replylﬁ to yours of 25th, will say that I feel indebted to
you for sending me Mr. DOLLIVER’S speech, which I take it for granted
voices your own sentiments more or less. I feel, m my own observa-
tion, t there has been a Freat deal of misinformation gratultously
distributed by interested parties on the wool tariff.

The worsted g;ople are necessarily interested in a high duty on noils,
as they are a ‘lpmdnnt which they do not use. Of course we wool-
growers are also interested in the duty on noils being fully protective,
although we woolgrowers of Minneso not so much se as the more
western growers, a8 they produce a shorter flber wool. This is why
they and the worsted people work together, more or less at our expense.
The worsted le must have leng wool, which we ;?mduce largely in
Minnesota, while the carded pe want short wool. They are now
introducing French combs to work a shorter staple into worsted, and
these French ecombs also work cottom and wool together in spinning,
which has not been quite successful in the past.

I feel that the ounly ¢ I would make in the tariff on class 2
wools, which we produce in Minnesota, would be to climinate the joker
in gection 362 of the Payne bill, which allows wool of the second class
to come in washed at the same duty that it does unwashed. The effect

of the t scheme is to allow the worsted le to leave our wool
on our hands until the foreign supply is exhaus or until the wer
becomes discouraged and lets go his wool at the price offered. is, in

a large measure, accounts for the erratic and violent fluctnations in the
wool market. The market must always be in a starved condition to
bring us a remunerative Frlce, You can readily see where the high
duty on t and noils, slubbing and roving waste, and the compara-
ttve"l(y low duty on washed second-class wool gives the worsted spinners
the advantage of us also the carded men. They kill two birds with
one_ stone.

To summarize :

1 would suggest that washed wool of the second elass be put on the
gsame basls as washed wool of the first class.

That the adjustment between scoured wool and tops and scoured wool
and noils, in the interests of the consumer, be put on a more scientifie

mil eqnilta:.bie mﬁd ity tted te (shoddy) d shoddy
wou. e duly on garne was s/ y) and sh 80
high that tgg Europeans wnu%d keoF it, and If they sent us anything,
send us their geod wool. I am willing to mmgete, climatie conditions
considered, with a European woolgrower, if public welfare demands if,
but I am not willing te compete with European r&‘gpickers. not even
for the sake of the carded-woolen manufactorers. e can not compete
with Australia, New Zealand, and South America in the production of
wool on even terms.

I think if you follow these suggestions and then cut out the theusand
and -one little cunning phrasecolegies of the schedule which give some-




2944

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

JUNE 8,

body a monopoly and advantage, you will satisfy the woolgrowers of
Minnesota and you will see sheep husbandry grow, as it should have
done long ago, in Minnesota,

Yours, truly, MagNUS BROWN, President.

P. 8. Please send me about 100 copies of DOLLIVER’S speech in franked
envelopes and I will distribute them amongst the boys; it's good.

Mr. WARREN and Mr. SMOOT addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa
yield, and to whom?

Mr. DOLLIVER. I yield to the Senator from Wyoming.

Mr. WARREN. As the Senator from Iowa asked my par-
ticular attention to the letter, I will say there is very much in
the letter of wlich I approve. In fact, I find no fault with any
part of the letter, except that the writer has evidently not been
in a woolen factory often enough to fully appreciate the dif-
ference between garnetted waste and rags and shoddy. The
difference is that garnetted waste is a refinement of wool, which
is worth about two and a half times as much as the best washed
No. 1 wool, while the shoddy is simply rags, clothing that has
been worn out, picked to pieces and washed out clean, and is
a sort of second-hand wool, and short, poor wool at that. So
I say the writer of the letter, when he speaks of prohibiting
rags and shoddy, is right. When he speaks of garnetted waste,
he evidently is not informed.

In speaking about second-class wool, if the Senator will allow
me, I want to say to the Senator and to the Senate that there
never has been entire satisfaction on either side regarding
Schedule K. There has never been perfect satisfaction regard-
ing any other schedule between the importers, manufacturers,
producers, and consumers. The growers of wool have always
said that as to second-class wool, if it was to be an important
factor there should be duty levied upon it at different rates, un-
washed and washed. But the fact is there is so little of it—it is
usually washed on the back of the sheep—that it does not be-
come a real factor in competition with other wool. I want to
say further——

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President—

Mr. WARREN. Just a moment, please.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Right there, does not the faet that it is
accessible to these people at 15 cents on the scoured contents of
a pound of wool act as an automatic brake on the price of sim-
ilar wools in the United States? In other words, do not people
who would buy corresponding wools here turn away from this
market place the very moment it becomes profitable to import it
upon the payment of 15 cents on the scoured pound?

Mr. WARREN. The price of foreign wool is always regu-
lated by the price of scoured wool laid down here duty paid.
The consequence is if any class of wool bears a rate of import
duty that allows it to be laid down here to advantage, im-
mediately the price of the wool abroad increases,

Another thing. That class of wool is only grown upon mut-
ton sheep—animals raised for mutton first and wool second.
They never reach above about T per cent and often go down to 2
per cent and a fraction of the total consumption of wool in this
country.

I know the Senator wants in whatever he may do to see that
the woolgrower is fully protected. I am satisfied of that. But
his remarks—and I say this for his information—are addressed
to a paragraph where every single denomination of waste
mentioned—and waste is a misnomer—where everything men-
tioned in that paragraph, 368, is a class of wool, a refinement
of wool that directly stands in competition with washed wool,
or, rather, scoured wool; and to depress that is to depress the
American woolgrowers’ product. You might as well take off
half, or more, of the duty on No. 1 wool—even two-thirds—as
to reduce any of these wastes. The unfortunate part and the
unreasonable part is that it is not a earded-wool proposition.
These wastes, so called, are all used by the worsted men, who
create them, in manufacturing yarn for their own product.

Mr., SMOOT. Mr. President

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa
¥ield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly.

Mr. SMOOT. Referring to the letter just read, I wish to call
the attention of the Senator to the fact that there is one state-
ment which is hardly borne out by the facts, and that is this:
He claims that the western wools are so short that the worsted
people can not use them; that they use the long wools of the
Middle West. Over 75 per cent of all the western wools are
used by the worsted manufacturers of this country. It is true
years ago, before they had improved the combs, they could not
use the short wool, but to-day they ecan use short wools, and
nearly all the wools raised in the western country——

Mr. WARREN. The Senator need not except any. They

can all be combed. I have some samples which have been put
into tops——

Mr. SMOOT. That is true. I was going to speak of the very
best and finest goods in this country.

Mr. DOLLIVER. I am going to have those matters discussed
by those who can speak with real authority about them. I
desire now——

Mr. SMOOT. As far as the real authority is concerned, I
have been in the wool business and handled these goods for
twenty years, and that is a great deal longer than Mr. Dale
ever handled them.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Is your mill in operation now?

Mr. SMOOT. No; and I can tell the Senator, if he wants to
know, just why it is not. He is trying to legislate here on a
proposition that can not be successful, because of the fact that
to-day the American people are using worsted instead of wool-
ens; and the Senator must know that that is the reason.

When the carded woolen people appeared before the Finance
Committee asking for some change in these schedules, I ealled
attention to the fact that there was not one single man among
them who had a carded woolen suit on. Every one of them had
a worsted suit on.

Mr. DOLLIVER. That is a very interesting thing. This
group of gentlemen were pretty mad when they came away from
the inferview with the honored Senator from Utah.

Mr. SMOOT. Do you mean with the committee? I was only
a member of the committee.

Mr. DOLLIVER. They said the Senator seemed somewhat
unable to share the emotions which they themselyves felt at the
destruction of their industry.

Mr. SMOOT. I can appreciate just as much as they ¢an
the conditions that exist to-day, and I know that those condi-
tions are most unfavorable,

Mr. DOLLIVER. It is rather a broad proposition to lay be-
fore the Congress of the United States—that proposition which
the Senator from Utah laid before the most widely distributed
and honestly capitalized department of woolen manufactures
in America, employing more people than any other.

Mr. SMOOT. As far as the widely distributed manufacture of
woolens to-day is concerned, the great bulk of them are worsted,
and the only ones that are complaining that I have heard of
do not represent more than 470 sets of cards out of a total of

Mr. DOLLIVER. They complain that they have lost several
hundred mills as the recent years have gone by—among others
that which the Senator from Utah operates.

Mr. SMOOT. I wish to call the attention of the Senator
from Iowa to the fact that there can be no advantage as far as
class 1 and class 2 wools are concerned, for the worsted manu-
facturer can not take advantage of the purchase of elther
that the carded woolen people can not. ;

Mr. DOLLIVER. That is exactly what they say, and they
say the worsted brother has done so.

Mr. SMOOT. No; I did not say that. I said they could not.
As far as the second-class wools are concerned, the Senator
must know there are only about 7 per cent of the second-class
wools imported into this country of the total amount of wool
imported.

Mr. DOLLIVER. I have promised to put into my speech the
exact statistics about that.

Mr. SMOOT. Does the Senator deny it?

Mr. DOLLIVER. I am going to give what I myself think
about that. The honored Senator from Wyoming has broached
that matter gently to me once or twice, and I have stated that
as the debate progressed I will discuss it, but I do not want to
go into it now because I have not the figures with me. I did
not expect we would go into it quite so early this morning.

I was saying that these carded woolen manufacturers from
Maine and Pennsylvania and every place else felt the cold chill
of the Senator's philosophy on the wool tariff as they left the
Senate Office Building, and they were not concealing their re-
sentment., The substance of what the Finance Committee's
spokesman told them was that while their situation was des-
perate, nevertheless nothing could be done for them and nothing
would be done, and they reported to their friends on the outside
that the message they had from the committee and its spokes-
man on this question was that the true remedy for their troubles
was to lock up their mills and gquit a business that had become
obsolete and no longer worth anything to the consumer.

Mr. SMOOT. If the Senator is referring to me, the gentle-
men who reported to him reported a condition or circumstance
that never happened. 5

Mr. DOLLIVER. I was undertaking to report accurately
what they said, and I would not have alluded to it at all except
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it corresponds with what the Senator said on the floor—that
they are in a failing business, a business doomed to failure, a
business going down hill, which can not be helped; that their
tronbles were beyond relief; that all that can be done is to let
them die peacefully.

Mr. SMOOT. That is an exaggerated statement on the part
of the Senator. I can not say and no one else can say but that
next year the style of cloth wanted in this country will be
carded woolens

Mr. DOLLIVER. It never will be the style to intentionally
select any other kind of clothes except woolens in cold weather.

Mr. SMOOT. Carded woolens are woolen clothes. They keep
out the cold just the same. The only difference is in the proc-
ess of manufacturing the goods.

Mr. DOLLIVER. The ordinary man in the United States ean
not tell the difference between the two.

Mr. SMOOT. The ordinary clothing manufacturer can tell,

Mr. DOLLIVER. The trouble is not that trouble which arises
with respect to the fine turns of fashion and style and cut of
clothes, but it is a more mysterious discrimination than that
even.

Mr. WARREN. The Senator right there will allow me to ex-
Fresglan opinion about the reason why they are not more fash-
onable.

Mr. DOLLIVER. I am, of course, delighted to have a few
contributions to the sum total of knowledge.

Mr. WARREN. Worsted goods are woven with all wool
both ways or with cotton warp and wool filling, and the man
who buys them knows just what he buys; there are no rags
or shoddy or waste used in their manufacture except such as
I have mentioned, and those are simply a refinement of wool,
while a very large proportion of the carded wool manufactured
is made of shoddy, rags, flocks, mungo, and stuff of that kind.

I do not say that all their goods are made in that way. They
make some beautiful goods of all wool, but unfortunately all
of the cheap wastes and rags of other countries that we let in
here go into carded-wool fabrieg, and consumers have found
that out. When a man buys a suit of clothes made out of
worsted goods, it is not full of rags and mungo and flocks and
stuff of that kind. When he buys a piece of carded-wool goods—
called * woolen goods "—he does not know what it is made of;
he takes his chances. He may think he is buying all good wool,
but in a few days he may find a bag of flocks between the out-
side cloth and the lining.

Mr. DOLLIVER. There is one feature of this wool situation
of a general character that has been interesting me for a long
time. Men grow furious at the idea of a few pounds of gar-
netted waste coming in, or noils or fabrics of woolen manu-
facture. Men talk and act as if this world, and especially this
country, was overrun with woolen goods, whereas the facts
are that the sheep-producing business has not kept the wool
supply abreast of the growing population of the United States;
and the fact is that if all the wool that is produced in the
country was put into all the clothes that are produced in the
country, and if it had no other kind of clothes, there would not
be one available suit of clothes a year for each citizen of the
United States. y

Mr. WARREN. The Senator certainly does mot mean that.
We are raising between three and four hundred million pounds
of wool per year in this country.

Mr. DOLLIVER. I intend to give my authority for that.

Mr., WARREN. Any authority that the Senator may give
will have to be as I stated it, if the Senator takes the authority
of the statisties and the census of the United States as recorded
in the departments,

Mr. DOLLIVER. The good Lord intended that there should
be wool enough for people to wear.

Mr. WARREN. Then give the sheepman a chance to raise
enough to furnish it, and do not permit rag waste and other
substitutes to come in.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Scoured wool would come in here at a
figure——

Mr. WARREN. Why is not the sheepman now furnishing
more wool to the world?

Mr. DOLLIVER. He is furnishing more every year.

Mr. WARREN. As compared with the population of the
country, yes. Mr. President, I surely did not suppose that the
Senator from Iowa was opposed to an increase of population
in this country. We glory in the increase in population. We
are not the only country whose population is increasing.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Very well, then.

Mr. SMOOT. Myr. President—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
yield to the Senator from Utah?

Does the Senator from Iowa

XLIV—185

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly.

Mr. SMOOT. I wish to call the attention of the Senator
to the fact that if it had not been for the tariff act of 1894 we
would have had many more sheep in the country than we have
now.

Mr. DOLLIVER. I do not think it is wise for my friend
to enter the domain again of speculative statistics.

Mr. SMOOT. I do know that during those years the number
of sheep in this country decreased——

Mr. DOLLIVER. Ten million.

Mr. SMOOT. There was a great decrease.

Mr. DOLLIVER. It will not take more than twenty years
to recuperate against a loss like that.

Mr. SMOOT. There are more sheep to-day in the United
States than we ever had.

Mr. DOLLIVER. I do mnot think you can attribute any
factor in the increase to something that happened twenty years
ago. ‘

Mr. SMOOT. Not twenty years ago.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Pretty near. The good Providence that is
above our affairs expressly made wool indestructible, practically.
He seems to have had a benevolent outlook upon the world
which he had made and upon the children of men, He seems to
have known that it was impossible by any law to get sheep
enough in nations that were to be like the United States to give
everybody the fair chance of a good suit of woolen clothes. So
wool was made in its very nature indestructible; so indestruecti-
ble that if you look at rugs that are the most costly in America
you will find some of them are five hundred years old, and some
of them have been lying on the ground or the floors of tents in
far-off lands century after century. All the wear and tear of
centuries has not disturbed the fiber of which they are com-
posed. Yet men are talking now very much as if rags were the
offal clothing of the world and ought in some way to be made
away with. I do not share that view.

Mr. WARREN. Then the Senator is at variance with the
text that he quoted from a woolgrower in Minnesota.

Mr. DOLLIVER. I did not state that I was in harmony
with everything that was said there. I think the present meth-
ods of making the duty absolutely prohibitory on rags has
forced the rag supply of the Old World into England, from
which rags are likely to come in the form of cloths, and which,
sooner or later, certainly will be unloaded on somebody, and the
price at which they have been sold has operated very much to
the advantage of British manufacturers. I doubt very much
whether these enormously prohibitory duties have operated to
any advantage for our own people in the United States.

Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator permit me to say right
there during this discussion that if he will note the market
price of rags in this country in a trade journal which I will
offer, he will find they start at about an eighth of a cent a
pound—certainly the fraction of a cent—and run up, in differ-
ent grades, to 5 or 6 cents per pound? I do not suppose there is
any lack of rags in the markets of this country.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Rags in the United States have received
the same fate as everything else. Does it surprise my friend
from Wyoming to know that there is a rag trust in the United
States? If he will open the Daily Trade Record of February 6,
1909, he will find under the head “ Rags” an account of a
meeting of the board of directors of the American Woolen By-
Products Company and a statement that it has undertaken to
reach out into all the cities of America to gather up on the
streets and in tailor shops the whole field of rag waste that is
left in the country, to be doled out upop their own terms to
these woolen manufacturers. Is that a healthy state of society?

Mr. WARREN. The Senator surely has been seeing things,
or some one else has.

Mr. DOLLIVER. I saw that, not in my mind’'s eye but in a
trade paper of the wool business of the United States.

Mr. WARREN. The Senator does not believe there is a rag
trust when you find rag peddlers going abouf in every town
and in the backwoods country all over the United States, pick-
ing up rags and selling them at the nearest market they get.
A rag trust at the present time strikes me as a bogey man.

Mr. DOLLIVER. It struck me as a little funny, but the
daily trade journal of the woolen trade in New York, giving the
news of the trade, gave the names of the president and the
board of directors, and the meeting at which they changed offi-
cers and reelected the board. It gave the name of it, the
American Woolen By-Products Company.

Mr. WARREN. May I ask the Senator, does he wish to lower
the customs rates on rags so as to compete with the trust in this
country, and so that we may have plenty of rags in our clothing?
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Mr, DOLLIVER. I shall show before the debate closes that
we have worn plenty of rags in our clothing under ihe situation
we now enjoy.

Mr. CURTIS, Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Towa
Yield to the Senator from Kansas?

Mr, DOLLIVER. Certainly.

Mr. CURTIS. T anderstood the Senator to say that the num-
ber of sheep had decreased under the Wilson law only ten
million.

Mr., DOLLIVER. That was just the recollection——

Mr, CURTIS. The record shows that the number decreased
over eleven million.

Mr. WARREN. The Benator might go further than that.
The number ‘decreased from over fifty million to about thirty-
six million.

Mr. DOLLIVER. It depends a little on the dates given.
Mine was only a fugitive recollection of an old speech that I
once made, I think, out in the country of the Senator from
Kansas,

Now, Mr. President, I think we have overstated and exag-
gerated ‘the danger to the wool industry of the United States
in these elaborate preparations to guard this market against
the approach of these things that are everywhere in the world
used as a substitute for wool and ought to be used in the manu-
facture of cloth. Even in this despised shoddy there is no
element of rags. The chemist has done his work mmtil he has
nothing left but the pure, clean animal fiber. The only thing
about it is that it is a short fiber and liable, more or less, to
destroction in -ordinary use; but until we can get a supply of
wool not only equal to the business of giving everyboedy at
least one suit of clothes a year 1 think we waste a good deal
of time filling the air with complaints about these wastes and
by-products. I had my suspicions aroused about it when I
found that these high rates of duty were not so much intended
to keep the substitutes for wool out of the country as they
were intended and are operating to enable a certain class of
woolen manufacturers to unload their waste by-products on
their competitors at exorbitant prices.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the SBenator from Towa
wield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly.

Mr. SMOOT. So far as my knowledge of conditions goes
and of those interested in this subject, T will state that the
reason they want to keep out top waste, roving waste, and slub-
bing waste is for the very purpose of having the American
people use the American wool, because if that class of wastes
are imported they displace just that many pounds of wool.
The Senator himself knows that under the law of 1883 the
rates on wastes were so low that they even manufactured tops
in England and shipped them here. I say to the Senator now
that top waste is worth more in the market than a scoured
pound of wool.

Mr. DOLLIVER. 1Is'‘it worth more than noils?

Mr. SMOOT. Top waste is worth more than noils and, Mr.
President, top waste is carded wool with all the substances other
than wool in it taken out.

Mr. DOLLIVER. How does it become a waste?

Mr. SMOOT. It comes through carding. It runs through
different machines, passing through the cards to the eomb.
Every time you handle the wool there is an additional waste,
There is no manufactured article where so much waste is made
in the manufacturing as that of wool—from woal to cloth.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I am still of the opinion
that we should get enough wool into this country, either from
the backs of our own sheep or from other sources, to give each
man, especially those of us who live in cold climates, one good,
“gquare " suit of woolen clothes a year. If we had that situ-
ation I would regard the argument against the introduction
of these by-products from other countries with a little more in-
terest than I do under the situation that now prevails in the
United States.

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator from Towa, as I understand his
position, is in favor of protecting the woolgrower.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Surely.

Mr. SMOOT. Then, Mr. President, I want to call his atten-

tion to the fact that if you lower the rates upon top waste,
glubbing waste, and roving waste, every pound of that waste
that enters this country will take the place .of so many pounds
of American wool, and you might just as well
upon the greased wool itself if you are going to take it off the
roving waste, the top waste, and the slubbing waste,

e no daty .

Mr, DOLLIVER. I do not propose to take it off. I propose
to redoce it so that those who produce it will also have a
Iitfle mercy in selling it. That is all T am talking about.

Mr. WARREN. Mr, President, will the Senator .allow me?

Mr, DOLLIVER. Certainly.

Mr. WARREN. I think the Senator said he would be satis-
fied if there were wool enough here to buy a suit of clothes for
every Iman :once a year.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Yes.

Mr. WARREN. They are raising that amount of wool, and
more, of clean, new, pure wool. Now, as to this matter of rags
and its effect upon wool. The Senator will remember the
Wilson-Gorman law of 1804, and he will probably remember
it was not especially intended to protect the sheepman or the
wool manufacturer, That bill gave free wool, and yet, Mr.
President, they put 15 per cent ad valorem upon shoddy and
other wastes. They were careful enongh and thoughtful enough,
even when attacking the woolgrower and making his product
free, to protect in some measure the consumer by putting a duty
upon wastes and upon shoddy.

But, even with that duty upon wastes and shoddy, and even
with wool free, the importations increased over 2,000 per cent
in one year after the passage of the law of 1804. We were im-
porting annually in rags and shoddy something like a quarter-
million pounds, and before the end of the first year in which
that law prevailed we were importing at the rate of over 17,000,-
000 pounds per year, and this, too, with the 15 per cent ad
valorem on shoddy and with wool free.

Mr. DOLTIVER. A few weeks ago, when I ventured to ex-
press in the Benate some views ubout this wool schedule, I en-
countered a rather peculiar storm of erificism. I thought in
my guileless inexperience that when the Republican party
talked about revising the tariff it mwust certainly have been in
their minds that this schedule, which has survived for fifty
years practically without any change——

Mr. WARREN. Mr, President, I wish to say to the Sena-
tor that that statement might be true as a general proposition.
There is one of the wastes for which the Senator is pleading
that was reduced 50 per cent in the Dingley law from the Mece-
Kinley law.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, these sastes in manufac-
turing yarns can not be so important after ail. They cer-
tainly can not be as important as this English washed wool
and Canadian wool, which my friend has dismissed as un-
worthy of any further discussion.

Mr. WARREN. One of those wastes amounts in each year
1o several times the total amomnt of importations of No. 2
wool; just one of those wastes.

Mr. DOLLIVER. I was, of course, confused a litfle when I
found myself turned on by our great party leader in the Senate
and found the Recorp littered up with a lot of old speeches,
Democratic in their origin and purpose, made here years ago.
1 do not know whether the Senator ‘intended to accuse me of
stealing these speeches or simply following the ideas that were
snggested in them, In either case T thought it was a very curi-
ous proceeding to leave the impression upon the Senate that T
was exploifing here some raw, crude views that had been left
over in an old debate in the Senate of the United Btates, in
which Democratic Jeaders mainly had participated. 8o I have
taken ‘the liberty to reduce to writing a conversation with the
editor of the Textile World Record, of Boston, who began his
life on o farm, continued it in every stage of woolen manufac-
ture in ‘the greatest mills of New England, and finally, in the
development of extraordinary knowledge of the subject, came

‘to be the editor of fhe trade journal of the wool manufacturing

world of America, and, as I have more than once described
him, he is the most reliable and least partisan expert on these
guestions now living in the United States.

T want to have read at the Clerk’s desk what he said, be-
cause it is a series of questions and answers, and if Senators
who are listening so kindly to me will listen to him they will
zet a good deal more light on this subject than they will ac-
quire either from this desk, or from the «lesk of the Senator
from Utah, or that of the Senator from Wyoming, I ask that
this dialogue be read.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read, if
there be no objection.

Mr. SMOOT. May I—

Mr. DOLLIVER. Because the amendments which I have
offered are suggested by the wisdom which is suggested by this
great textile editor, and they are notf inspired from any Demo-
cratic sources, because this man is one of the leading Republi-
cans of New England, and is a protectionist who has defended
the faith without fear and without reproach,
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Mr. SMOOT. I simply want to say to the Senator from
Iowa that Mr. Dale was employed by the Merchants’ Wool
Company, of Dedham, Mass., and remained there about two
years and four months. Mr. Dale, with all of the protection
given to the wool industry, has never made a success of it in
this country.

Mr. DOLLIVER. I do not now think, after my friend con-
fessed a failure of his own woolen mills, he ought to be heard
to disparage the business career of others.

Mr. SMOOT. No; as long as I was manager of the woolen
mill it ran and never shut down, and within the last few
years—— _

Mr., DOLLIVER. It is certainly just as becoming for an
editor

Mr. SMOOT. T ran the mill for twenty years.

Mr. DOLLIVER. It is just as becoming for an editor of a
great textile journal to be heard here, who is a nonpartisan
witness in these matters, as it is to have our attentions directed
to the judgment and opinion of a retired wool merchant, who
has added the graces of statesmanship to the achievements of a
long business career.

Mr, SMOOT. I want to thank the Senator from Iowa for
his kind words, but I certainly did not go from the manufac-
ture of woolens after making a failure of it to become the
editor of a paper to tell men how to run woolen mills.

Mr. DOLLIVER. The Senator locked up his woolen mill
and came to the Senate, and Mr. Dale seems to have retired
from the woolen mill and gone into the editorial chair. I
think at least from his own statement they stand upon a com-
mon footing.

Mr. £MOOT. The statement made by the Senator is alto-
gether wrong. I have been here in the Senate for six years
and more and the mill was run three years after I quit the
management of it. When I did leave it I want to say that
woolens were then in the height of fashion and we were run-
ning night and day. We never closed the mill, and we could
not furnish enough woolen goods to the customers we had. But
at that time woolens were fashionable and were demanded by
the American people. I believe, as I said before, that it will
not be long until they will be fashionable again, and then
every woolen mill in Maine and every other State will be fully
employed.

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Does the Senator from Utah
yleld to the Senator from Minnesota?

Mr., SMOOT. Certainly.

Mr. NELSON. Is it because these people have begun to use
mercerized goods that they have abandoned the use of wools?

Mr. SMOOT. Of course the Senator knows that wool is not
mercerized. There is no need of trying to answer the question,
because I take it as a little pleasantry on the part of the
Senator.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the
matter sent to the desk by the Senator from Iowa.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Before the Secretary reads, I wish to say
I am very glad that the Senator from Rhode Island is here.
I have no hope, I say, of being able to push my views upon
the committee or upon the Senate, but I have a very grave
anxiety that this schedule, which has remained practically in
the same form for so many years——more than a generation—
should be included in our scheme of revision of the tariff. If
it is not amended in the Senate, if the House propositions are
accepted, then it is not in conference. I have a hope, based
upon my anxiety to solidify and harmonize our views, that
some measure will be taken to give jurisdiction to the con-
ference committee of the disputed matters in the woolen sched-
ule, so that at their leisure and without the disturbance of debate
and controversy they may sit down and make at least a few
revisions along the lines which I have suggested.

Therefore 1 am exceedingly anxious that the Senator from
Rhode Island, who is engrossed with a thousand cares in the
Chamber and outside, should hear not what I say, but what is
said by this authority, the editor of the Textile World, who has
carried into the subject his investigations into all departments,
standardizing wools, examining them, and studying them with
patient research now for more than twenty years.

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not know the gentleman to whom the
Senator refers.

Mr. DOLLIVER. He is the editor of the Textile World, of
Boston.

Mr., ALDRICH. I have never heard of him, but I have no
doubt he is-an authority.

Mr. DOLLIVER. It is in the hands of the entire cotton and
woolen trade of the United States, I believe. The newspaper is

almost as large as your tariff bill, on account of the advertise-
ments it carries in all departments of textile industry.

Mr. ALDRICH. It is probably because I have not been fa-
miliar with the literature on this subject recently, but I never
happened to hear of either the newspaper or the editor.

Mr. FLINT. I hope the Senator from Rhode Island will not
place too much weight on this article of the editor. The Sen-
ator from Utah, who knows him, states that he was formerly in
the weol business and failed and left it to go into the newspaper
business.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as
requested.

The Secretary read as follows:

Q. Will you state what the present condition of the woolen manu-
facturing industry is in the United States at present?—A. The worsted
business is very prosperous and developing rapidly, while the carded
woolen industry is very much depressed. This depression is due to two
causes : First, the greater egopularit of smooth, hard-faced finish for
which worsteds are adapted; second, the fact that the carded woolen
mills are excluded from access to the foreign wools adapted to their
goods, while the worsted mills have a comparatively easy access to such
sources of supply. These conditions have forced the carded woolen
mills into idleness or to the use of wool substitutes and have stimn-
lated the manufacture of inferior fabrics known as * cotton worsteds,”
made principally of cotton yarn with a small amount of worsted. These
cotton worsteds are attractive to the eye before being worn, but they do
not protect the body against cold and damp and make a generally un-
satisfactory garment. .

Q. What materials are open to the manufacturer of carded woolen
cloth besides mew wool ?—A. There are noils and the wastes from the
manufacture of wool, and the material commonly known as * shoddy,”
which is made by tearing into a loose, fluffy, fibrous mass sultable for
reworking into cloth the tailors' clippings and the woolen rags that are
collected around the country. The use of these materials is essential,
because the supply of new wool is entirely inadequate to clothe the
Eeoplc‘ As careful an estimate as I have been able to make from the

ecst statistics available shows that if all the wool grown in the world
were converted into cloth, without the admixture of any other material,
and distributed .pro rata among the Pco le who inhabit the globe outside
the Tropics, where very little weol cloth is required, the annual per
eapita share would be 14 ounces of pure wool cloth. The production of
wool in the United States, if divided among the people of the United
States, would amount to practically the same quantity—14 ounces—of
Eurc wool cloth for each person. his is little more than enough for a
reecheloth. The ordinary light-weight cloth weighs about 14 ounces
per yard, 55 inches wide. A suit of clothes requires 3} yards. A man's
share of the wool clip is, therefore, enough cloth to make a light-weight
snit every three and one-half years.

Q. What effect on the clothing, pedding, and household furnishings of

the peogele has this situation which gﬂu deseribe produced, and E:hnt
would its ultimate effect upon the woolrrrowing Industry ?—A. It
has deprived the peo{:le of an adetiun.te supply of wool clothing, blan-
kets, and other articles of wool. It has compelled the use of inferior
substitutes for wool, which do not give the protection against damp-
ness and changes in temperature that is afforded by wool. It has
forced manufacturers to reduce the weight of all-wool cloths, so that
these goods, although made of wool onéy. fail to give proper protec-
tion to the wearer. The prohibitor uties on wool wastes, nolls.
and similar materials restrict the mills to the comparatively limited
domestic supply of these materials, so that the goods made of .wool
substitutes are much inferior to what they would be if a supply of
the better grades of wool substitutes were made available by an equita-
ble duty on these materials. The prohibitory duty on the heavy
shrinking wools and on wool substitutes suited for the lower-priced
oods and the low duties on the light shrinking wools snited for the
iigher-priced goods make it difficult to produce warm and durable wool
garments at a low cost and at the same time facilitate the uction
of the high-priced cloths. My judgment is that these conditions will
ultimately bring the tariff on wool and wool goods into such popular
disfavor ‘as may result in the violent removal of all duties on wool and
its substitutes, as was the case in 1804, and that, therefore, the ulti-
mate effect of these conditions is likely to be wery Injurious to the
domestic woolgrowing industry.

Q. You spoke of the manufacturers of carded woolens being driven to
the use of certain waste and by-products; you mentioned particularly
noils, Taking the sample of Knglish wool which we have here, and
which you say enters at 12 cents a pound washed, and pays a duty
of only 15 cents on the contents of the scoured pound, owing fo its light
shrinkage, I will ask you to trace that wool from the condition in
which we have it here to the cloth or dress goods for which it is adapted
stating as you fo along what waste arises in the various processes of
manufacture.—A. The first process is scouring. The waste from secour-
ing wool runs almost invariably to waste in the stream, so that it need
not be taken into consideration. The next process is carding ; the waste
here is a very small percentage of the weight of the wool, and its value
is low, owing to the dirt and grease clinging to it. The next process is
combing, which divides the wool into two parts, the long fiber called
“tops " and the short fiber called * noils."” The nolls can not be used
by the worsted mills and are therefore sold as a raw material for the
carded woolen mills. The tops are converted into worsted, the process
after combing being drnwini: a comparatively small quantity of slub-
bing waste is produced in this process. The drawing process converts
the tops into roving, and in the last operation of drawing a small
quantity of roving waste is made. The roving is spun and twisted into
yarn. ring this process and in the subsequent operations of spooling,
warping, and weaving a quantiti of yarn waste is made. This is run
through a gsrnett machine which converts it into a lovse fibrous mass
known as * garnetted waste.”

Q. These wastes are, therefore, a sort of by-product in the manufac-
ture of worsteds, and do not arise in the conversion of wool into
woolen- goods *—A. Wastes are made in the carded woolen manufacture,
but th‘%& are of a different quality and character entirely.

i at becomes of these latter wastes?—A. They are used over
again by the carded woolen manufacturers.

Q. Now, if ‘I understand you, these wastes, nolls, slubbing wastes,
roving wastes, and garnetted wastes are sold 'l)y the worsted factories
to the carded wool people?—A. Yes, sir.
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Q. What are noils worth now a pound 7—A. Prices urg widely with
the quality and state of the market. They vary from 15 to 50 cents
per pound, and some perhaps higher.

Q. What are these noils worth abroad?—A. I recently received a
large number of samples of noills and worsted waste from Bradford,
England. Following is a list of them, with prices, at Bradford :

Memorandum of prices of foreign noils, waste, and shoddy.

d. Cts.
2540. Crossbred 40s noils B1=123
2541. Crossbred 40s noils T =14
2537. Crossbred 40s noils TE=15
2584. Crossbred 448 nolls = i—16%
2536. Bliped New Zealand moils g—l?
2535. Crossbred 46s noils =173}
2580, 60 nolle___ - _ - __ O =103}
2533. Lister-combed English noils 10 =20
2532, Lister-combed English noils = 103=203%

. Australlan crossbred 56/58s nolls
. Australian Botany nolls

=313
28. Cape Holden's dry combed nolls -38
25. Australian 80s noils =35

Bkt ok ok i
:lh- 00 S e e 0 ek ] kg 3 S S S 0 GL DD 00
(]
W

8155, Carded light waste___
2880. Medium olive, medium ddy i=.15
2000. Wd. carb. light shoddy 22
2785. Wd. medinm black shoddy -P2
2469. Fine fancy comforters, shoddy. =106
2. Dyed black-brown B = 8}
8. Dyed green mungo = Bt
6. Green cheviots, shoddy & S = 6
4, Dyed black-brown cheviots, shoddy .. ___ = B3
1. Dyed %reen medinm worsteds, shoddy - - - §
5. ed light green medium worsteds, shoddy -~ = Y
g2 te merino noils 144=29
| 8. English blanket noils il 0 =20
! 9. English noils. 83=163}
10. English noils. =16
11. English noils___. T3i=156
| 12, English Down mnolls 103=213
13. Pulled white hoslery waste 10:=21
| 14, Colored hosiery waste 113=238
¢ 15. Gray hoslery wast 103=20}
16. Colored waste, carded Bi==13
17. White waste 103=20}
18. G waste, carded Ti==15
19. White Botany waste 174=30
20. Colored crossbred Di=19
21. Colored Botany.-»* 193=389
22. Carbonized black serge, pulled 3= T
23. Carbonized black worsted 4= 9
24, New black worsted, carded bi=103

Nore.—The trade discount on nolils, 7 to 12, inclusive, is 1% per cent,
payment one month ; also on tops, from 13 to él, inclusive, terms net.

L] - * - * - &

Q. T wish to talk with you a little about the framework of Bchedule
K, as it relates to the specific duties aﬁpllcablu to the weight of cloths
and dress g manufactured here. ave you ever studied the ques-
tion of whether the multiples of 3 and 4 by which this compensatory
duty on cloth as related to the duties on wools of the first class has
been caleulated for so many years?—A. Yes; I have.

. I would like to know what conclusions you have reached about
that?—A. You will find my conclusions in_this article, * How much
wool to make a pound of cloth?” No tariff on wool goods should be
based on a ratio between grease wool and finished cloth. As well might
one attempt to fix a ratio between iron ore and watch s%l;.-ldm No wool
manufacturer attempts to estimate the cost of his finis fabrics from
the cost of the grease wool. Such a basis would result in gross errors
and ultimate bankruptey. In buying grease wool, the first considera-
tions are the amount of scoured wool that the grease wool will yield,
and the intrinsic worth of the scoured fiber. About twenty years ago I
made an extensive test to determine the slu'lnkagt; in manufacturing all-
wool eloth, and the result was that 1.54 pounds of scoured wool was
required for 1 pound of cloth. The ratio between the grease wool and
the finished cloth varies widely becanse of the difference in the shrink-
age of wool in scouring. During the four years I was making the test
referred to, I used many different lots of wool which varied widely in
ghrinkage. This varlation of sbﬂaka%e is illustrated hg 6 lots of grease
wool, :ﬁch in scouring shrank 76, 69, 62, 47, 15, and 16 per cent, re-
spectively. Calculating the ratio between these lots of grease wool and
tggcﬂn.ls ed cloth from the ratio of 1.54 between the scoured wool and
the finished cloth, we find the following ratios between the grease wool
and the finished cloth: 6§, 5, 4, 3, 2§, and 13. This shows plainly that
no single ratio can be true of all 1.

Q. at do you say, then, of the scheme of ﬁ'ﬂ:f these compensatory
duties as this bill does, on the ratio of 4 to 1, in the lower grades
of 8 to 1? How does that work out? —A. It causes great inequalities
in the tariff especially because the ratios named are applied not only to
goods made of all wool, but to goods made of mixtures of wool and other

materials.
Q. What do you say, then, of the scheme of fixing these com, sator{
W00,
is, of course, no reason

pen
on account of the wool duty, when in point of fact little or no
appears in the cloth which he makes?—A. There
for compensating a manufacturer for duties paid on wool that is not
used in the manufacture of the cloth. The 4 to 1 ratio between grease
wool and cloth iz correct only for all-wool cloth made of wool shrinking
60 to 65 per cent. As a matter of fact, no wool shrinking as much as
that is imported into the United States. The specific duty of 11 or 12
cents a pound on grease wool forces manufacturers to confine their
urchases of foreign wool to the light-shrinking lots. Conmuenuz, the
B!ngle and Payne bills compensate the manufacturer for wool duties
which he has never paid. The defenders of the 4 to 1 ratio sometimes
geek to justify it by referring to or paraphrasing Senator ALDRICH'S de-
fense of it twelve years ago. Thus one of them recently sald to me:
“ We need compensation at the rate of 4 to 1 because our foreign com-
titors use these heavy wools.” The 1 amount of grease and dirt
E the henv{-shrinking wools {8 no advan to the foreign manufae-
turer. Wool cloth is made from the wool fiber, not from wool se
and dirt. There can be no justification for compensating for wool duties
that have not been pnld.t e :

. 1 have no purpose to expose any branch o e woolen manufac-
tugng’ business of this country to injurious rorel?n competition, nor
any purpose to take away from the wmlgower a fairly advantageous
protective tariff; but I have been wondering whether a more equitable

kinds of woo

basis for the assessment of compensato
the result of my reflections upon it has led me to prepare some amend-
ments to the ate bill running through the schedules of cloths and
women's and children's goods, so far as they ecan be made applicable,
by which it is pro to preserve the ratio of 4 to 1 between grease
wool and cloth, and 8 to 1 where that ratio appears, and make the com-
pensatory duty am{llcnble, not to the weight of the cloth, but to the
welght of the wool contents of the cloth, which I am informed, ean
be accurately determined by the analytical bureaun connected with the
appraiser’s office. Have you ever reached a conclusion upon that sub-
jeet?—A. I have, and was aﬁoins to suggest that ve ing to you;
that it is easy to distinguish wool from vegetable materials, and that
if that were dome It would go far toward correcting the inequality
resulting from the 4 and 3 to 1 ratios. It, however, would still leave
the inequalities resulting from the wlide difference in the shrinkage
of wool in scouring and also from the different shrinkages in the con-
version of the scoured wool into cloth. The shrinkage from the scoured
wool to the finished cloth is by no means uniform, but varles some-
what on different fabrics.

Q. I have caused several calculations to be made of the effect of that
ch in the law. I find no case in which it appears to increase the
existing rates of duty; but on the other hand, it materially reduces
the rates of duty, particularl& upon the ordinary grades consumed by
the masses of the people, both of woolen cloths and dress goods. It
eliminates from the woolen schedule rates of duty which are appar-
ently inordinately lﬁt%'l , rising sometimes to 150 per cent, and brPngs
all dutles on manufactured woolens substantially below the present
rates, What effect, in your judﬁment. would such slight reductions
as I have indicated have upon the rates from the standpoint of ade-
qx.ate protection? In other words, what, in your judgment, should he.
the maximum rates provided for the finished products of Behedule
K?*—A. The extremely high rates on wool goods which you mention
are due largely to the excess of the com‘fenssto? duty over the com-

% h

duties can not be found, and

pensation actually required to cover the duty on the raw material con-
sumed in the manufacture of the goods. uch excess is not needed to
protect the manufacturer, and consequently the removal of that excess
could not injure the manufacturer. The Injury to him would result
from a continuance of this excess due to protection concealed in the
compensatory dutles, as the high rates invite attack on the protective
system, Limiting the comFensatory duties to the wool contents of the
cloth, as you propose, would reduce the excess, and therefore would be
a step In the right direction. It would, however, still leave an excess
of compensation duoe to the use of light shrinking wools of which less
than 4 g& nds is required for 1 pound of cloth, and to the use of wool
substitutes, such as nolls, waste, shoddy, and so forth. These wool
substitutes can not be distingunished from mnew wool in the finished
cloth, and consequently would be returned as part of the wool contents
of the cloth, on which the 4 to 1 compensatory rate would apply, But
your plan would reduce the excess of compensatory dutles and could
not increase it in any case, and for that reason should be adopted if a
better and more thorough method is not adopted.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President

Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator from Iowa permit me to
make a statement?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa
yield to the Senator from Wyoming?

Mr. DOLLIVER. Yes, sir.

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I only want to make one.
observation as to the article (interview with Samuel 8. Dale,
editor of the Textile Record) which has just been read; and
that is, that it deals in the extraordinary rather than the
ordinary. For instance, the statement is made that upon a
double width of cloth it takes 3% yards to make a suit of
clothes and that it weighs 14 ounces to the yard. That may be
true of some suits of clothes for some men; but 3 yards to
the clothing maker is sufficient to make any of the suits that
he makes, on the average, including the small and the large.

Again, I doubt very much whether there is a piece of worsted
goods upon any Senator’s back here at present that will weigh
14 ounces per yard. As to this suit that I have on myself,
1 weighed the cloth carefully before it was made; it was about
as good as I could get, and it weighs but 12 ounces to the
yard. It took a little over 3 yards to make it—possibly 33—
and I am somewhat larger than the majority of men.

When the question is asked about the waste, the Senator from
Towa asked if noils and slubbing waste, and so forth, are used by
the carded-wool men, and he says “yes.” If the Senator had
asked if it was the usual practice for a worsted man to sell
those wastes, except noils, he, of course, would have to say
“ne,” for they are not often sold by the worsted men and are
not usually bought by the carded-wool men, because they can
not afford to buy them. The wastes, garnetted wastes, slubbing
wastes, and so forth, as I said before, are a refinement of wool
that comes off in one process, goes back and is worked in another,
and is just as good as the original, and is worth, pound for
pound, as much. "

As to the price of noils, while I am not going to say
that Mr. Dale, whose name has been used, would willingly
state an untruth, undoubtedly a man interested in a business is
likely to use those figures which best suit his purpose. He
quoted from the price of noils abroad. I will not say to you,
Mr. President; I will not say to the Senator from Iowa; I will
not say to anybody that Mr. Dale gave the entire list of the
prices of noils. He may have given it just as the firm abroad
quoted it, but I have in my hand the latest market price of
noils here. You may mark them in a range from one end to the
other, from the cheapest to the highest, and this list gives
the price of noils in Boston on June 5. We find they are quoted
as low as 27 cents, 30 cents, 35 cents, and 38 cents, and yet
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they run as high as 67 and even T0 cents. The consequence
is that the range for noils runs from 27 cents to 70 cents in
Boston. Of course, the range is in proportion abroad. Yet
the statement submitted does not show the high-priced noils.

Mr. SMOOT. And, Mr. President, that is according to the
grade of wool that is in the noils.

Mr. WARREN. So I want to say, without easting any re-
flection upon Mr. Dale, that he has, in the matter of noils and
in the matter of cloth and in the matter of wool, undertaken in
his paper to attack the manufacturers and show that the com-
pensation of 3 to 1 and 4 to 1 is wrong, and yet, according to
his own figures, he shows that it takes 6} to 1 in some cases as
a compensatory duty.

He gives the shrinkage of wool in that statement. Why, Mr.
President, the shrinkage of wool will run all the way from 1
per ceht to 90 per cent, but that is not an average. I have seen
wool where there was 18 per cent shrinkage in washing, and
again where it was not over 10 per cent, and other cases where
there was nearly 90 per cent shrinkage. I have seen wool that
wonld shrink 10 per cent, possibly, or 12 per cent; but I submit
that those are not fair statements as applied to the general
market or to the general product.

The shrinkage in wool is well known. The carded-wool men,
in their statement to the President, have said that the worsted
men are using wool that shrinks 14 per cent. They know just
as well as I know that there is not wool enough of that kind to
last the worsted manufacturers in this country for one week.
They know, furthermore, that that wool does not go into men’s
clothing. They know that that wool comes over here and goes
into luster goods and braids, and so forth; and they know that
the wools that go into worsteds are brought from South Amer-
ica and from other points, and that their shrinkage seldom, if
ever, goes below 32 per cent, and from that up to 66 per cent.
So it is begging the question, when this position of the carded-
wool men is put before us, to say that the worsted man gets in
his wool for his manufacture at 14 per cent shrinkage.

Again, when this arrangement of ratios was first established,
as stated by the Senator from Montana, it was established by
the carded-wool men themselves; and it has remained that way
without very much change ever since. If it is unfair now to
the carded-wool men, then it was unfair when they sought to
have it made.

It is said again that the worsted men construct their goods
from No. 2 wool, as if they could not do it from other wool. I
have here, and will show it before we leave this question, about
as mean a sample of tag locks as I ever saw in my life, and in
almost every year of my life I have seen sheep shorn. That
sample has passed through a Noble comb and the product is
top and noils the ssme as if it were No. 1 or No. 2, only of a
lower grade. I assert that there is not 1 per cent of the wool
raised in this country that can not go into worsted top and
noils and that does not go into worsted, because while hereto-
fore they only had combs that took the very long wools, we now
have the Heilmann comb, and we have the Noble comb.

All this talk about waste and noils, all of this making faces
at No. 2 is nonsense, because there are no noils of any conse-
guence in No. 2. Noils are simply short wool, the fibers of which
are not long enough to go into yarn for worsteds. When you
take the regular long No. 2 wool there are no noils of conse-
quence. Only one-sixth of the wool goes into noils, even of
ordinary short wools. The tags that I shall show later were
shrunk 80 per cent in scouring, and in making top yielded 37
per cent noils, They are simply short pieces of wool, and look
like the rakings of the yard. They are clipped from certain
portions of the sheep.

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, I inquire the present parlia-
mentary status of paragraph 365, and likewlise paragraph 366
as amended? Have both been adopted?

Mr. WARREN. Those paragraphs have already been adopted
up to paragraph 368.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Those have all been agreed to.

Mr. CARTER. Then, with reference to paragraph 368?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the paragraph under
consideration, to which an amendment is pending.

Mr. CARTER. That is the amendment pending, and the
amendment to which the Senator from Iowa directed his atten-
tiomn.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, so that——

Mr. CARTER. Does the Senator desire to proceed?

Mr. DOLLIVER. I had just yielded the floor to the Senator
from Wyoming.

Mr. WARREN. I would say I simply asked the Senator from
Towa to yield to me for a moment.

Mr. DOLLIVER. I very gladly yleld to the Senator’ from
Montana, but I desire to retain the floor for a moment or two
after he is through.

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, the word “ waste” implies in-
feriority in quality, and the natural implication to be drawn
from the phraseology of this paragraph would be that the form
in which wool appears as slubbing waste, or top waste, or
roving waste, or ring waste, or garnetted waste represents a
quality of wool inferior in character to the scoured wool. It
must be borne in mind, in considering this paragraph or the
committee amendments proposed to it, that the Senate and the
House are in agreéement on 11 cents per pound on unwashed
wool of the first class. It must also be taken into considera-
tion that the various definitions preceding paragraph 365 have
been adopted by the Senate as they came from the House,

It is important, in attempting to fairly pass upon the amend-
ment of the Senate, to determine the quality of the waste re-
ferred to as compared with the scoured wool. The bill provides
that, as to the first-class wool in the grease, 11 cents per pound
of duty shall be assessed ; first-class wool, washed, 22 cents per
pound ; first-class wool, scoured, 33 cents per pound ; or, in other
words, 3 pounds of unwashed wool are taken as the equivalent
of 1 pound of scoured weol, and 1 pound of washed wool is
regarded as the equivalent of 2 pounds of unwashed wool. This
classification or definition of the relation is based upon the
theory that the wools of this country of the first class prac-
tically shrink two-thirds in scouring, and will shrink one-half
in the process of washing on the back of the sheep.

In order, therefore, to determine the relation of the wastes
deseribed in this amendment to either the washed wool or the
scoured wool or the wool in the grease, it is important to ex-
amine the process of manufacture. I have here, Mr. President,
a series of samples. The first [exhibiting] shows wool in the
grease, upon which the duty is 11 cents per pound, made go in
this bill by concurrent action of the two Houses.

The second [exhibiting] is the scoured article, upon which
we have agreed to place a duty of 33 cents a pound. For the
purposes of this discussion, I will refer only hereafter to the
scoured wool and the relation thereof to the various so-called
“by-products.” This scoured wool [exhibiting] in the process of
manufacturing what is ealled * worsted goods ™ is carded and
combed, and the process of carding and combing evolves what
we know as “tops,” wool in this refined form [exhibiting] and
in long strands.

In order to produce these tops the process of carding and
combing eliminates what is known as ‘“mnoils"—short fibers
carded and combed out of the scoured wool. These noils, to-
gether with certain other refuse matter of a very inferior
grade, consisting of every kind of impurity in the scoured wool,
amount to about one-sixth of all the weight of the scoured
wool. So that this top [exhibiting] represents the purified form
of the scoured wool, all noils and other impurities being elimi-
nated from the scoured wool to produce the tops in the process
of manufacture. These tops are finally advanced into what is
called “slubbing ” [exhibiting], which merely means another
stage of advance toward yarn. In rolling these tops into balls,
if you please, .it occurs that the lengths do not always come
out even, and in order that the lengths may be made even the
operatives tear off pieces from the end [exhibiting], and that is
called “top waste.” It is the same identical material as the
tops. It is free from noils, and it is free from all the impuri-
ties contained in the scoured wool. The nolls and impurities
make up one-sixth of the waste of the scoured wool.

We have agreed to place 33 cents per pound duty on the
sconred wool [exhibiting], and yet the Senator from Towa
thinks we should preserve proportions by taking this refined
product of scoured wool and giving it a duty of 20 cents per

und.
poMr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit
me——

Mr. CARTER. I am glad fo.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Is it not true that the wool out of which
those tops was made is liable to come in here with a duty upon
the scoured contents of a pound very much less than 33 cents?

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, I will address myself to that
feature of this schedule a little later., There is a virtue in the
contention of the Senator in that behalf. It is inherent in the
effort which always obtains fo secure an agreement between
contending forces.

This is what is known as the “ slubbing waste” [exhibiting].
The slubbing is the same identical quality of wool as the top.
This has advanced just one stage further toward a yarn than
the top. In the process of forwarding this slubbing to yarn it
occurs, just as in the other ecase, that certain strands are now
and then found of unequal lengths, and pieces are left on the
colls in order to make uniform lengths, and the pieces thus re-
sulting, longer as a rule than the others—that is, the top
waste—become known as “slubbing waste.”
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This slubbing waste, as I say, is of the same quality as the
top waste, and both the top waste and the slubbing waste are
superior in quality to the scoured wool. The Senator wounld
place only 20 cents protective duty on this refined article in the
same bill in which by common consent 33 cents per pound is
pronounced a necessary protective duty on the raw article out
of which this was made.

The same is true of garnetted wastes and the various wastes
referred to in this amendment. I will not detain the Senate by
going through the various wastes—the ring waste and the rov-
ing waste and the various wastes presented.

A little beyond the slubbing waste comes what is known as
the roving waste. That is yarn in the initial stage, after pass-
ing from the form of slubbing. This [exhibiting] you will
observe is a coarse yarn. This is called “ roving,” and in the
course of trimming these rovings down into yarn, the single
yarn, which is the refined product, and the 2-ply yarn, which
is a little coarser, there is worked off a certain part of this
slubbing, and that becomes known as “roving waste.” It does
not change in any sense or degree in quality from the material
of which the top and the slubbing wastes are made., It is
equally refined. It happens to be eliminated in the process
of manufacture, The Senator would have us place 20 cents
per pound as an alleged protective duty upon this refined
article, while insisting that 33 cents per pound is a necessary
duty on the scoured wool.

I am not now dealing with noils, be it known. These noils, cut
out of the scoured wool, constitute about one-sixth of its weight,
and I am informed that this product is worth only about 60
per cent of the market value of scoured wool. It is a shorter
fiber, but useful; not in the worsted manufacture, because the
fiber is too short for use in that class of manufacture, but it
does become useful in the manufacture of so-called *“ carded
woolens,” and is a by-product sold to the carded woolen manu-
facturers.

Not so, sir, with the so-called “ waste,” called “ slubbing,” and
“top waste,” because the slubbing waste and the top waste are
each in regular order and without any considerable expense
thrown back into this long strand known as “tops”™ and run
ulartilugh the mill again until they end up in yarns and finally in
cloth.

Mr. President, we are confronted with this situation by the
proposal of the Senator from Iowa—either the 33 cents per
pound duty on the scoured wool is too high or the proposed pro-
tective duty on the refined product of scoured wool is too low.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President——

Mr. CARTER. I yield with pleasure to the Senator from
Towa.

Mr. DOLLIVER. I used to think that the duty on scoured
wool was 33 cents a pound. I got that notion from reading
the statutes, and I find that the statute has made that kind of
an impression on several other good people. But a little
association with people who have become accustomed to paying
these duties and understand the mechanism of the market as
well as the mechanism of the tariff bill has convinced me that
the duty of 33 cents a pound on scoured wool is a mythical
sort of thing. )

The actual duty, the actual amount of money that it costs a
man to get wool into this country is not based upon that rate.
It is based upon the shrinkage of the wool. If a man brings
in a wool that shrinks 70 per cent, he actually pays 363 cents
as duty upon the scoured contents of that fleece, and if he
brings in here wool that shrinks only 20 per cent he actually
pays only 15 cents a pound on the scoured contents of the fleece.
Therefore I hope the Senator from Montana, who is now getting
along in years, will not spend the remainder of his great career
in laboring under the hallucination that that statute has fixed
the amount that it costs people to get a scoured pound of wool
into the United States.

AMr. CARTER. I have heretofore taken ocecasion to state
that there is an element of virtue in the contention of the Sen-
ator from Iowa in that particular. It is true, undoubtedly, that
the 33 cents per pound is guaranteed as a protective duty on
the scoured wool only where the wool shrinks 66& per cent, or
thereabouts—066 or more. Certain wool shrinks less than 66
per cent, some as low as 30 per cent, and possibly some wools
lower than that still.

This classification or fixing of the proportions is of ancient
origin—as old as our legislative history goes. In 1867 a tariff
commission reported on the proper basis for the wool schedule,
and the due proportions of duty to be laid on the wool in the
grease, the washed wool, and the scoured wool. That commis-
sion reported that the wools of the United States did shrink
then as they do now, substantially 66 per cent, That is not true

of all, but true of the great body of clothing wool known as
“merino wool.” Certain wools which shrink less are brought
into our market and substituted for the first-class American
wools to some extent, and to the extent that the substitution oc-
curs, it proves injurious to the American woolgrower by reduc-
ing the nominal duty to a lower actual duty than that contem-
plated by the law.

But there is another view to be taken of this. First, that the
low-shrinking wools of Canada and England are not generally
used in the manufacture of worsted goods. But, as stated by
the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WagrreN], they go, as a rule,
into the manufacture of certain lustrous fabrics and do not
compete with our clothing wools at all or with the worsted goods
to any considerable extent.

One tfest which may be applied in the midst of the wilderness
of contentions is the test produced by experience. We do know
that under the present arrangement of these schedules the
woolen industry prospered in this country from the enactment
of the law of 1867 until it was changed or made applicable to
different conditions in 1883.

Under the tariff of 1883 the domain of the American wool-
grower was invaded by foreign competition to such an extent
that our flocks were, as they always are under evil conditions,
sent to the slaughter. Under the McKinley bill, which cor-
rected the defects of the law of 1883, the number of sheep and
the pounds of wool of American origin gradually increased.
Under the Wilson tariff law our flocks almost disappeared in
open competition with the world. The cutting down of the
flocks was cruel, constant, and disastrous to the American
woolgrower.

When the Dingley bill was passed we observed an immediate
return to a steady increase, and if this increase is continued
for the next ten years, we will be producing in this country
every pound of wool required for the clothing of the American
people.

Mr. DOLLIVER. If it will not disturb the Senator I should
like the cooperation of the Senator from Montana to get an
adequate protection on such wools as are produced on the farms
of the Mississippi Valley, and those who are expert in the mat-
ter tell me, inasmuch as our wools are the English wools, this
failure of Congress to put them upon a plane of equality with
the clothing wools has operated almost fatally upon our wool
industries, as was stated in the letter which I had read from
the president of the Minnesota Woolgrowers’ Association. May
we have the cooperation of the Senator from Montana in put-
ting clothing wools and combing wools upon the same basis in
this tariff law?

Mr. CARTER. If the Senator needs cooperation in placing
the so-called second-class wools in better relation to the pro-
tective tariff, I will be glad to cooperate with the Senator.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Our trouble is this: We have these Eng-
lish combing wools for sale. People come from all over the
country to buy them or we send them to the wool markets for
sale. They buy them, but they never pay us more for them
than 15 cents above the London price of similar wools. The
result is, whenever we think we are going to make money,
when there is a secarcity of or a special demand for wool our
prices rise gradually, but when it reaches 15 cents above the
level of the London price the demand for our wool ceases alto-
gether and our customers turn their attention to the London
wool market, thereby creating what one of our oldest farmers
desceribes to me as an automatic retarder of the price of the
wool we are raising, a retarder that is working night and day.

Mr. CARTER. The class of wools referred to by the Senator
are produced from mutton sheep. They are produced from
flocks near the market, and are a coarse grade of wool and of
limited use. I would be glad to cooperate, however, in a move-
ment which would give the American farmer raising these mut-
ton sheep all the protection he needs to develop that great in-
dustry in competition with the outside, on favorable terms
fixed by our tariff laws.

1 think it is a matter of very grave importance, aside from
the production of wool, to maintain a healthy growth in the
raising of sheep, because the mutton sheep is one of our staple
sources of food supply, as well as a reliable source of supply for
our clothing. I would be glad to see on every farm in this
country a band of sheep as a guaranty not only of clothing
wool, but of a meat supply; and as an assurance that the soil
of the country would be bettered by running the sheep upon
its pastures.

But I desire to ask the Senator how he expects to benefit the
raiser of mutton sheep by putting the wool of this refined qual-
ity dt 18 cents a pound lower in the tariff scale than the
scoured wool?
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Mr. DOLLIVER. Until a man knows——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Cumming in the chair).
Will the Senator suspend, in order that the Chair may state
what he understands the situation to be? The Senator from
Towa [Mr. Doiriver] has the floor, and he yielded temporarily
to the Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER].

Mr. CARTER. That is eorrect.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is all right if it is under-
stood by Senators.

Mr. DOLLIVER. The Senator from Iowa will not seek to
recover the floor except upon equitable terms with the Senator
from Montana.

Mr. CARTER. I am under many obligations to the Senator
from Jowa for his indulgence.

Mr. DOLLIVER. It is no use to talk to me about what the
duty on that scoured wool ig until you tell me what the shrink-
age of the material out of which it was made actually was.
It is not worth while to waste our time talking about 33 cents
a scoured pound. The duty put on the scoured contents of
that fleece was determined entirely by its shrinkage. For ex-
ample, that wool came here unwashed at 12 cents a pound, and
it had a very slight shrinkage after that, and the duty paid on

scoured eontents in the fleece was not 33 cents a sconred
pound, but between 14 and 15 cents a scoured pound. And yet
on that wool, my honored friend, the Senater from Montana,
would insist that when it rises to the dignity of a tep waste it
ought to command 33 eents a pound.

Mr. CARTER. Thirty.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Thirty cents a pound. He might just as
well say 50. It bears no actual relation; and that leads me
to say that I desire——

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator yield to the
Senator frem Wyoming?

Mr. CARTER. It is for the Senator from Iowa to say.

Mr. WARREN. I merely wish to make one observation.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly.

Mr. WARREN. I want to say to the Senator from Iowa that
this repetition over and over again that these produets are
made from wool which shrinks 15 or 16 or 14 per cent is en-
tirely erreneous. It can not be trume. Only a small percentage,
as I remarked before, less than 6 per cent——

Mr. DOLLIVER. lea my friend did remark before——

{ Mr. WARREN. And thal: is true.
< Mr. DOLLIVER. My friend remarked before——

Mr. WARREN. It matters not how many times it may be

repeated.

Mr. DOLLIVER. My friend remarked before that the per-
centage of these wool wastes and wool substitutes imported was
as great as the wool marked “ second class.”

Mr. WARREN. What is that?

Mr. DOLLIVER. I understood my friend to say that the
wool waste imported equaled in value the amount of wool of
class 2 that had been imperted.

Mr. WARREN. I did not make that observation, but I
gquoted the price in this country of noils as reaching, in some
cases, as high as T0 per cent. But I did not make the state-
ment the Senator gives.

My. DOLLIVER. I understood the Senator from Wyoming,
in his effort to emphasize the importance of these wool wastes
and his effort to belittle the importance of elass 2 wool, to say
these wool wastes were a more important element in the wool
market than the second-class wools themselves.

Mr. WARREN. I stated that in quantity the noils them-
selves amounted to more than the entire product imported of
second-class wools.

Mr. DOLLIVER. And that led me to observe that the Esti-
mated Revenues——

Mr. WARREN., I did not say imported, but the amount used
here in this country.

Mr. DOLLIVER. I have no figures about that, but I know
there were 9,807,394 pounds of wool of elass 2 imported Into
the United States in 1907.

Mr. WARREN. Yes; there was more than that, I will say
to the Senafor.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Then the Senator corrects the official fig-
ures of the Government.

Mr. WARREN. No; I will say furthermore that there were
less than half a million pounds of noils imported in the same
year. But my observation as to the amount that went into
consumption in this country is that there were more noils than
second-class goods.,

Mr. DOLLIVER. I do not know what sources of inrormat.ion
the Senator has on that point. I wish I could get to some defi-
nite figures. The Senator's judgment is good, but ¥ do neot

|

propose to spend another minute operating on even the judg-
ment of good men when figures are available,

I wish to make another proposition to the Senator from Mon-
tana. We are here together in the presence of this great legis-
lative assembly. Swuppose I should offer an amendment placing
the duty on wool and hair of the first and second classes in one
paragraph, to be estimated, levied, and paid according to the
shrinkage which would occur in scouring such wools, the ascer-
tainment of such shrinkage to be made under such regulations
as the Secretary will prescribe and levy duties like this. What
would the Senator say to it? On wool and hair of the first and
second classes, shrinking 65 per cent or more, 11 cents a pound;
ghrinking less than 65 per cent and not more than 55 per cent,
13 cents a pound; shrinking less than 55 per eent and not more
than 45 per cent, 16 cents a pound; and so carrying the shrink-
age down with the proportionate assessment, until finally upon
shrinkage less than 15 per cent there shall be levied 33 cents a
pound. What would the Senator say to that?

Mr. CARTER., Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa
yield to the Senator from Montana?

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly.

Mr. CARTER. To that I say that, in my judgment, if the
basis proposed by the Senator from Iowa were presented as an
original propesition, it would be infinitely superior from the
woolgrowers' standpoint to that now provided by the statute.
But I wish, with the Senator's indulgenee, to say why, in my
opinion, it is inexpedient to give adherence to that proposed
amendment now.

In the first place, pamgrnph 365, which fixes the duty at 11
cents on first class, and 12 cents on second class, has been
approved by the Senate as it eame from the House. Preceding
paragraphs have been adopted by the Senate as they came to
us providing for the relation to which I have referred between
wool in the grease or washed wool and scoured wool at 11, 22,
and 33 cents.

Mr. DOLLIVER. When were those amendments adopted?
did mot agree to that.

Mr. CARTER. I understand when we went over the bill the
Senate agreed to those paragraphs.

Mr. DOLLIVER. With unanimous consent to reopen any
paragraph that anybody desired.

Mr. CARTER. I suppose that could be done, but aside from
a motion to reconsider, let me suggest to the Senator the reason.
I represent, with my colleague, the largest woel-producing State
in the Union.

Mr. WARREN. I beg the Senator’s pardon, Wyoming——

Mr. CARTER. I know, but the figures are against Wyoming.
Montana Ieads all the States in the produection of wool.

Mr. WARREN. I will say to the Senator that the figures of
the department show that out of three years that was true of
Montana in one year, and of Wyoming in the other two years.
But there is very little difference, I will say to the Senator.
There is a difference of less than 2,000, I think, in the number
recorded.

Mr. CARTER. Wyoming has been doing handsomely, follow-
ing our example, and I am very bhappy to know that. The adop-
tion of the amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa
would throw this entire wool schedule into conference.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Would not that be an easy thing?

Mr. CARTER. It might be an easy thing to throw it in, but
I do not know what would evolve from a conference. We do
know that under the present law this great industry of supreme
importance to all this country is prosperous; that our flocks
are increasing in number; that they have increased from about
87,000,000 head of sheep in 1897 to about 60,000,000 head now;
that our wool elip has run from something like 200,000,000
pounds within the last ten years up to 311,000,000 pounds annu-
ally, 'The increase has been healthy and continuous under the
oxisting law, which we hope to reenact in the pending bill
With the fate of so many people, the fate of this great indus-
try, hanging in the balance, I, for one, do not propose to cast
the whole respofisibility and practically the whole power to
control this entire matter in the hands of any conference com-
mittee, if I can help it.

Mr., DOLLIVER. Mr. President, on the theory which the
Senator from Montana has stated I have found a great deal of
comfort for my own heart. He thinks it would be all right to
more adequately take care of the sheep in all the Middle West.
He thinks that schedule that I have proposed is infinitely better
than the old schedule, and yet he fears that if the box is opened
you can not tell after the things are out whether you will be
able to get them all back in. I should like to ask him at what
period in the history of the United States it is to be done?
This tariff schedule has escaped on that theory for nearly fifty
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years. When in the evolution of free institutions upon this
continent is the time likely to become opportune for opening this
schedule, as my friend has just opened the wool casket behind
him and, picking out with some intelligence, brought it up to a
modern day, picking out the things that have grown obsolete,
reducing the things that have damaged the husbandry and have
nearly destroyed the greatest and most influential branch of
woolen manufacture in the United States, which have brought
here the protests of the knitting industry of America?

When, in the history of this country, is the time likely to come
when it will be possible to reduce this schedule without taking
up the details of it as some of us have suggested here? Are
we to be forever placed upon this old schedule, now half a
century old, simply because the conference committee under
our rules is liable to put things in and leave things out in a
mysterious and complex manner that,is hard to understand in
advance?

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, I am warranted in hoping
that the time will come when we may have placed upon the
statute books a better classification for wool than that which
now exists. This hope is born of the advance made by the
Senator from Jowa, for in 1897, speaking of the identical
schedule which he now would amend if he could, and if he
could it would be well, the Senator from Iowa made some
observations in the House, and they are so apt as indicating
the progress of the Senator's mind and the basis of my hope
that I will ask the Secretary to read them.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Secretary will read as
requested. =

The Secretary read as follows:

SENATOR DOLLIVER ON THE DINGLEY LAW, DELIVERED DURING CONSIDERA-
TION OF PRESENT DINGLEY LAW.

The proposed bill reclassifies the clothing wool, notwithstanding the
statement of my friend from Colorado [Mr. Bell] to the contrary. It
Euts in the class of clothing wocl all the wools of the world that can
e used for clothu:f wools, and it restores the protective rates of 1800,
in order that the American flocks may not be further scattered and in
order that agriculture may enter upon and possess this half-occupied
field of domestic production. The existln;t: law was ingeniously framed
to give cheap wool to the factories, and it accomplished that, inciden-
tally putting most of them into the hands of a receiver. [Laughter.]
Therein lles a double afiction on the American farm, because no rate
of duty, as my friend from South Carolina ought to know, is worth
anything to the farmer unless the factories of the United Btates are
busy, since the American elip must either be sold in the United States
or kept over as a souvenir of legislative stupidity. [Laughter.]

The woolen factories of New England, which my friend from South
Carolina talked about, never asked for free wool, and they accepted it
with doubts and fears; nor is it too much to say that all their fears
have been realized, for the statement made yesterday by our honored
leader [Mr, Ding[ey'} as to the effect of this legislation on the farm and
factory and on the Treasury is fully corroborated by the officlal reports.
It was intended only to slaughter the sheep ; it has operated to slaughter
the factorles and to slaughter the Treasury. They sald that the price
of wool would be kept ui: hg the activity of the mills and the revenues
of the Government would be kept up by the activity of the custom-
house. Their theory is as beautiful as any dream that ever grew in
the imagination of man. We were not only to hold our own, but we
were to go out with our free-wool cloth and divide with Bradford and
E.‘Il"temnhtgz %he job of clothing the naked inhabitants of the earth.

aughter.

That was the theory. What has actually happened may be stated
in a few plain words and figures. Ten milllon sheep driven to the
slaughter ; 80,000,000 pounds of American wool displaced In our own
market ; the importation of cloth multiplied by 2; half the woolen
mills idle and locked up, and the other half on scant wages and short
time; the Treasury of the United Btates $21,000,000 shy [laughter];
our choice and select gentlemen disporting themselves In German, Eng-
lish and French clothes, and the rest of us shinning around in over-
coats Ipurlt;_lélaaaid during Harrison's administration. [Applause and

eat laughter.

Krnr. Maguies. If the gentleman will permit a suggestion, would not
the remedy for that be to do away with the civil-service rules?

Alr. DoLnivER. Possibly that might help in the case of some of the
gentleman's constituents. [Laughter.] Now, gentlemen, we propose to
stop the slaughter of American flocks. That is the first thing. We
propose to reopen the doors of the American factory; that is the see-
ond thing; and we pro to put $40,000,000 into the Treasury every
year instead of $20,000,000; that is the third thing. What we have
done we have done in the face of the world and before the eyes of all
men, and I tell you right now that, so far a8 1 am concerned, 1 wel-
come the llgmnln{: calculators of the Democratie party to begin their
figuring on the McKinley ad valorem [laughter], and I will tell you
another thing, gentlemen: Your sympathy for the poor man com-
pelled to work a week for his clothes and another week to get them
out of the custom-house has grown somewhat stupid and ridiculous in
the glare of experlence,

Mr. CARTER. The Senator from Iowa, of course, would re-
peat that speech to-day, because I do not question nor do I
wish to have anyone question his loyalty to the party or his
loyalty to the great body of American woolgrowers on farm and
ranch, but I do feel that since in 1897 the Senator approved
the schedules of the present law, his rather pronounced ad-
vanece in the science of framing a tariff bill as far as the wool
schedule is concerned shows that in the future a sufficlent
number of Senators may become qualified by study to frame a
scientific if not a perfect wool schedule.

Mr, DOLLIVER. Mr. President, of course I appreciate the
compliment which the Senator from Montana pays to me iu

saying that in the course of ten or fifteen years I have been
able by diligence to pick up a few practical notions that I did
not have twenty years ago.

I regret, however, that the Senator from Montana seems to
be oblivious to the kind of tariff revision we were indulging in
in 1897. We were revising the Wilson tariff law, which had put
wool on the free list, and my remarks were directed to the effect
of that proposition on the flocks and the factories and the
Treasury. :

I will say another thing to the Senator from Montana. I
have not only in that time acquired some new notions about
what ought to be done in these matters, but I am glad to see
that my friend from Montana seems to have acquired prac-
tically the same notions, although he is afraid to let them out
of the front yard by night for fear that they might be set upon
by the wolves of the conference committee. Our ideas do not
seem to differ enough to get up much of a joint debate. I he-
lieve that he is more afraid of the conference committee than
I am.

Not only have I succeeded in acquiring some little knowledge
about these matters since the Dingley tariff law was framed,
but I have also acquired a rather more generous interpretation
of the industrial and commercial situation of 1897 than I was
accustomed in those days to put into my speeches either in the
House of Representatives or upon the stump.

If T were called upon now, in the calm light of twelve years’
reflection, to say that putting wool on the free list resulted
in closing factories and destroying the flocks of the country
and ruining the business of the country, I should hesitate to
do it. It is a very wise man who can tell what was the cause
of the industrial depression which burst in a panic upon the
United States in all departments of its affairs in 1803. I have
become satisfied that we, as Republican partisans, finding the
argument too convenient, have exaggerated the relation of the
tariff controversy to that great industrial ecrisis. It always
was a little difficult to connect the panic of 1803 with the tariff
act of 1894, in view of the fact that the event seemed to pre-
cede the cause in such a way as to put almost any ordinary
man upon suspicion. So I am not going to discuss that ques-
tion except to say that we have already had two or three mis-
takes made in this bill by misinterpreting the industrial con
ditions of 1894, 1895, 1896, and 1897.

My honored friend from Idaho [Mr. HEysurN] the other day
brought tears to my eyes when he was making his magnificent
plea for putting a duty on certain mineral ores, because he said
under certain tariffs the mines were shut. We ought to know
that the mines were shut, not because of certain particular
tariffs, but because the business of the country and of the world
was lgng prostrate in the midst of financial disaster up to that
time unapproached in our commercial history. While all these
things entered into it, I do not think that it was necessary to
attribute all of it to the tariff, and certainly not all the trouble
that happened to lead and paint and the consumption of such
merchandise to the little change that had been effected in tarif!
schedules some years before. And so the closing of these fac-
tories and the falling off in the demand for sheep and a thou-
sand things entered into it.

He is not a wise man in the interpretation of statistics or
commercial and industrial history who attributes to one thing
a result of world-wide significance, to the produection of which a
thousand ecauses, some of them too obscure even to observe, op-
erated over a long period of time.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa
vield to the Senator from Kansas?

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly.

Mr. CURTIS. I wish to ask the Senator if he is not aware
of the fact that while the sheep industry was ruined in this
country, the importation of wool increased to the extent of over
a hundred million pounds?

Mr. DOLLIVER. Oh, yes; after killing the sheep, before
we could restore the flocks. I do not deny that putting wool
upon the free list was a fatal error, injurious to the sheep
industry in the United States. I never want to see it re-
peated. On the contrary, I offer here a proposition to enlarge
and make certain the full measure of the protection which we
have been laboring under the impression that we have been
enjoying during the past twelve years without actually getting
the benefit from it in most cases.

Ar. WARREN. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Iowa
yield to the Senator from Wyoming?

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly.

Mr. WARREN. I have been listening carefully to what the
Senator said about the effect of the panic of 15893-94, and se
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forth. I think the Senator will agree with me that since the
wool industry was established—and it is a very old industry—
any attack on the tariff upon either raw wool or the manu-
factures of wool has caused a diminution of the number of
sheep.

If the Senator has studied the statistics, he has found In
every case, starting back before he and I were born, up to the
present time, that the number of sheep have run down after
every tariff act that affected unfavorably either the woolgrower
or the manufacturer. So you can not argue away the loss of
sheep that occurred between 1894 and 1897 on the premise that
other business troubles than the admission of wool free entered
into it. The fact is it takes only just one thing to drive the
sheep down or up in numbers, and that is unfavorable or
favorable legislation for wool and its product, and when I say
its product I mean the manufactures of wool.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, there is some sound phi-
losophy in what the Senator says, and it is only part of the
general drift of what I have been trying myself to say. We
make an error, I think, in attributing the business disaster of
the fiscal year 1908 to any one cause. Our Democratic friends
find it very convenient to say that it was caused by protection,
or at least that protection was not able to prevent it, and tech-
nically they are correct in the last statement. We claim noth-
ing of that sort had anything to do with it, and g0 we bandy
with one another explanations about great movements in the
commercial life of the whole world which none of us under-
stand. If I were called upon now to repeat what I =aid as
an enthusiastic youth in the House of Representatives many
years ago, I wounld blue pencil a good many of the explanations
I gave there for industrial conditions which surrounded our
industries during that far-off period.

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Towa
yield to the Senator from New York?

Mr. DOLLIVER. With a delight I have not experienced for
years. [Laughter.]

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, the Senator is always inter-
esting, and always will be; and he was never more interesting
than when I last heard him in our own State make a speech for
which we are largely indebted for the phenomenal majority
which we received in illuminating all the arguments upon
which McKinley was elected and upon which our great success
was due at that time. He stated that he would wipe out, put
a blue pencil through, the speeches that he made twenty years
ago in his salad days in the House of Representatives. As
a mature statesman, as the star orator of the party, traversing
the country, making speeches in the campaign of 1896, he made
speeches which largely produced the result for which we are
so grateful in looking back that they occurred. Would he pass
a blue pencil through those speeches?

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, when I spoke with the Sena-
tor I was reported in very brief fashion to the effect, *“ Mr.
Dorriver ' or “ Mr. Dollinger ” also spoke. I would be glad if
I could get a blue pencil through that some time. [Laughter.]

Now, Mr. President, I am afraid I will be charged with hav-
ing occupied the floor all this time, but I have not yet said
exactly what I propose to try to do. I propose to present an
amendment which will eliminate the unnecessary distinction
between wool of the first and second class, and which will as-
sess the duty upon wool on the basis of its proportionate
shrinkage, the duty rising as the wool shrinks less, until at last,
when it does not shrink at all, it stands at 33 cents to the
scoured pound. I do not expect it to pass, but

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator allow me?

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I understood the Senator from Montana
[Mr. CarTER] to say, when the Senator from Towa presented his
proposition, that he liked it better than the present law and
would be glad to see it adopted but for fear of what might hap-
pen in the conference committee. Is that correct?

Mr. DOLLIVER. Yes; that is what the Senator said.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I was wondering if that was also the
view of the-Senator from Wyoming [Mr, WARREN] and the Sen-
ator from Utah [Mr. Smoor].

Mr. DOLLIVER, I think it is.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If it is, of course, and the Senator from
Towa, who has the floor and has the amendment, finds out from
those two Senators that it is true that the only thing against
the amendment is a fear of what might happen to it in confer-
ence committee, we might arrive at a conclusion very soon.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa
yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly.

Mr. SMOOT. In answer to the Senator from Indiana, T wish
to state that that is not the reason why I would oppose any such
proposition, but the reason is that it is absolutely impossible of
administration. That is one objection. Another is that to ad-
minister it every pound of wool that comes into this country
would have to be scoured.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, just a moment. I wish to
put a question. Then the Senator thinks the Senator from
Montana, who is a defender of the wool schedule, was wrong
when he said a moment ago that he liked the amendment of
the Senator from Iowa better than the present law.

Mr. SMOOT. He certainly was wrong, as far as my idea is
concerned. I am going to tell the Senator from practical ex-
perience what this amendment would mean to a manufacturer.
I think that is the proper way to consider this question.

Every manufacturer of woolen goods first wants to assort his
own wool, and the success or failure of a woolen mill many
times depends upon the assorting of wool. One man may have
a half dozen grades; another man, a manufacturer of woolens,
may have only three; another may have ten. The manufacturer
wants to assort the wool for the particular goods that he makes
to suit his own idea as to what the effect and result of the
assortment will be.

This amendment is impossible of administration. Take one
fleece of wool; I can take out of one fleece of wool five grades
of wool. Who is going to administer the provision? Is it go-
ing to be assorted at the ports of New York or Boston, or what-
ever- port it enters into the United States? Is it going to be
scoured there? =

Mr. President, there are hardly two manufacturers in the
United States that scour their wool the same way or with the
same process. Why? One, perchance, will want to scour with
caustic soda, another with caustic potash, another with a man-
ufactured article for scouring wool, all depending upon the
judgment of the manufacturer.

Another thing, Mr. President, every manufacturer wants his
wool in the grease.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator allow me a question
there?

Mr, SMOOT. Certainly.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then I understand the Senator to say
if it were capable of administration, if that difficulty were re-
moved, the Senator would join the Senator from Montana in
preferring the amendment of the Senator from Iowa to the
present law. Is that correct?

Mr, SMOOT. I would see no harm as to the ad valorem rate
if such a thing could be administered properly, but it is im-
possible of administration.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; the Senator said that, but we are
trying now to get down to a sort of issue. There seems to be
an understanding that is being arrived at here. The Senator
from Montana unreservedly prefers the amendment of the
Senator from Iowa, except for his fear as to the action in con-
ference. The Senator from Utah occupies the same position
himself.

Mr. SMOOT. No.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. He says it is impossible of administra-
tion. Now, I say to the Senator in case that difficulty were re-
moved and if it were possible of administration, would he
also join the Senator from Montana in preferring the amend-
ment of the Senator from Iowa to the present law?

Mr. SMOOT. I will say again, I am positive that it can not
be administered successfully, and no manufacturer in this
country would approve of any such plan.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am simply supposing a case, putting a
hypothetical question. Suppose it were capable of administra-
tion, then would the Senator prefer it, as the Senator from
Montana does, to the present law?

Mr. SMOOT. No, Mr. President. So far as that is concerned,
I wish to say that I do not want to take into consideration or
pass an opinion upon a proposition that is absolutely impossible
fo carry out. .

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I present, the Senator understands, a
hypothetical question. :

Mr. SMOOT. As to a hypothetical question, there is no need,
I will submit to the Senator, of submitting such a question
and asking for the passing of an opinion upon it when the per-
son asked to pass his opinion says that the proposition is abso-
lntely impossible of administration.

My, BEVERIDGE. I thought it might possibly be demon-
strated a little later on in the debate that it could be adminis-
tered. If it could be administered, then would the Senator
think it was better than the present law?

Mr. SMOOT, I want to call the Senator’s attention to the
fact that, as I said before, in a fleece of wool one can take a




2954

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

JUNE 8,

part of the fleece from the shoulder, and if he take a sample
from the shoulder, it would not shrink as much as if you took
it from the skirting. In assorting the wool there may be three
grades of it, or even five grades in many cases in the same
fleece. Therefore, under this amendment w is proposed
here by the Senator from Yowa, I say again it would be abso-
lutely impossible of administration, and because of that fact
no manufacturer would ever in the world give his consent fo it.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President

Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator from Iowa permit me?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa
yield to the Henator from Wyoming?

Mr. DOLLIVER. I do.

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I shall only detain the Senate
for a moment. As the Senator from Utah [Mr. Samoor] spoke
for me to some extent, I wish to say that I shall undertake
to give reasons why I shall not support the amendment. I say
very frankly that I shall not support the amendment, because
it is not at the present time for the good of the woolgrower.
There wonld have to be an entire rearrangement: and that is
utterly impossible at this time, as I shall attempt to show when
the Senator from Towa has concluded.

Mr, SMOOT. Mr. President, another thing I wanted to say
was that I did not hear the amendment read ; therefore I simply
speak upon the question of principle contained in it, because
I do not recall just now how the grades were named as to the
amount of protection; but the principle is wrong. Therefore I
can not support the amendment.

Mr. WARREN. The Senator from Utah knows that it would
require an entire readjustment of the whole schedule of com-
pensatory duties’ as to every fabrie that is made from wool.

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. Does the Senator from
Towa yleld to the Senator from Monfana?

Mr. DOLLIVER. I will yield if he will agree not to begin
to retract the kind words that he spoke about my amendment.

Mr. CARTER. I would, if I spoke from my heart at length.
add to the kind words I spoke.

Mr. DOLLIVER. I yield indefinitely to the Senator.
[Laughter.] =

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, the amendment proposed by
the Senator from Towa [Mr. DorLiver] would give to the wool-
grower a protection of 33 cents a pound on every scoured pound
of wool brought into the United States, or on wool that would
be the equivalent of a pound of scoured wool; but as the Sen-
ator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] well says, a complete read-
justment, not only of the wool schedule, but of certain defini-
tions and likewise of the schedules relating to woolens, would
then be indispensable and unaveoidable. I say that, while rep-
resenting the woolgrowers, I would, if I could, have the iden-
tical arrangement proposed by the Senator from Iowa; yet I do
feel that at this stage in the parliamentary proceedings to ven-
ture all of these schedules, all of the adjustinents necessary to
reach and become accommodated to that amendment, is ex-
tremely perilous for the woolgrower. I do not want to have
all their interests referred to a committee of conference.

Mr. NELSON. AMr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Towa
yield to thg Senator from Minnesota?

Mr. DOLLIVER. I yield.

Mr. NELSON. The Senator from Montana, if I understand
his remarks correctly, concedes that this woolen schedule could
be well amended and changed in several particulars. This is one
of the most ancient schedules in the bill, it being over fifty years
since it was first established. Great changes have taken place
since that time. If you will look at the ad valorem rates you
will find that the woolen schedule contains the highest of all
rates. If we are here to revise the tariff, why, in God’s name,
should not the Finance Committee or the Senate attempt to do
something with this woolen schedule, and not leave it in the
shape it is? Is that to be immune from all revision? Are we
to revise everything else except this woolen schedule? Is that
to remain for ever and ever sacred, like a Hindoo idol?

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, in reply to the Senator from
Minnesota, I very cheerfully assert that it would be well if we
could readjust schedules in the interest of the woolgrower, but
T aver this to be true, as sustained by a long experience extend-
ing over a wide territory, that the rate of duty fixed for the pro-
tection of the woolgrower is barely adequate, and in no sense
excessive, and that it can not be reduced without starting a
retrograde movement which will ultimately result in practically
wiping out the wool production of this country. That would

.not be to the advantage of the consumer, because when it be-
comes commercially unprofitable to raise wool in this country,
the sheep will inevitably go to the slaughter. There is always

a demand for mutton, and no one will keep a wool-bearing
animal on the ranch or on the farm when the weol can not be
produced at a profit. The open market being ready to receive
the sheep and turn the sheep into mutton, the individual with-
draws his investment by selling the sheep to the butcher. This
would, in the natural course of events, under the operation of a
law that has never been enacted and ean not be repealed, result
in the extermination of our flocks; and the subtraction of
311,000,000 pounds of wool from the world's supply would, in the
end, leave our clothing woolens more expensive than they are
now.

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa
yleld to the Senator from Minnesota?

Mr. DOLLIVER. T do.

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I think the Senator from Iowa
has pointed out here that there is a diserimination in this
schedule against what is ealled the “ mutton wool ” of Minnesota
and other States in the West. Why should our sheep in Min-
nesota, in Iowa, and in the Mississippi Valley, be discriminated
against in favor of the sheep of the mountain States? They
have the whole government range there; and they have nobody
to deal with except Uncle Sam and Brother Pinchot. [Laughter.]
They have all that range and a few sheep herders to look after
all their sheep. But how is it with the farmers of Minnesota
and of the Mississippi Valley? We have to stable our sheep,
we have to mow hay for them, we have to feed them, and it
costs us twice as much in the Mississippi Valley fo raise sheep
and raise wool as it does out in the range States; yet Senators
who are representing the mountain States, the range States,
where they have a free government range, where the Govern-
ment gives them free pasture, and where their only struggle is
to keep away the cattle men from their sheep ranges, are un-
willing to give us as fair an advantage for our sheep in Min-
nesota, Iowa, and the Mississippi Valley. I refer this to the
Senator from Iowa, who will correet me if I am not correect.

Mr. HEYBURN, Mr. SMOOT, and Mr. WARREN addressed
the Chair.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To whom does the Senator
from JTowa yield?

Mr. HEYBURN. I desire, with the permission of the Senator
from Iowa, to ask a question of the Senator from Minnesota
[Mr. NELSON].

Mr. DOLLIVER. I yield to the Senator from Idaho for that
purpose.

Mr. HEYBURN. Is not the Senator from Minnesota ad-
vised that the Rocky Mountain sheep, to which he refers, pay a
grazing fee of 7 cents a head, which amounts to $08 on a flock
of 1,400 sheep?

Mr. NELSON. Not all of them. That only refers to the few
who get on a forest reserve. There are great quantities of
Uncle Sam’s lands outside of forest reserves which are grazed
without money and without price. -

Mr. HEYBURN. Not in Idaho.

Mr. NELSON. The sheepmen and the cattlemen get in
there, and through their herders they keep away homestead
settlers and prevent the country from being settled up.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President—— ;

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa
yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I deny the fact that the wool-
growers of Minnesota or the Middle West are not protected.
Speaking of the shrinkage of wool, does not the Senator know
that all American wools are bought upon the scoured basis?

Mr. DOLLIVER. The Senator has just proved to the Senate
that it is impossible to assess the duty upon seonred wool.

Mr. SMOOT. Ah, but, Mr. President, it is purchased upon the
judgment of the purchaser as fo what the shrinkage will be;
and I want to say to the Senator that I have purchased wool
sheared from sheep from the same pen, that ran upon the same
territory, and T have paid from 5 to 6 and even 7 cents a pound
more for one clip than the other., Why? Because one shrinks
less than the other; and the low-shrinkage wools of Minnesota
are purchased upon the basis of the amount of shrinkage in
those wools, and the price is paid accordingly.

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I want to ask the Senator
from Utah, with the permission of the Senator from Iowa——

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly.

Mr. NELSON (eontinuing). Why it is that you put our
washed wool on the same basis as unwashed wool? Why dis-
criminate? Why, when it comes to our wool, not have the
same rate of duty on washed wool and unwashed wool? The

Senafor can speak for Utah, but he can not speak altogether
for Minnesota and the Mississippl Valley,
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Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I am speaking for no State.
I am speaking for the great woolen interest of this country.
The Senator wants to know what about washed wool of the
second class, calling that “ Minnesota wool.” The second-class
wools coming into this country have amounted to only 7 per cent
of the importations for all of the time during the life of the
present law. Those wools, Mr. President, are not used in com-
mon clothing; they are used in braids and luster goods. I say
now that the total importation of second-class wool—which, the
Senator claimed, is dutiable at only 12 cents a pound, instead of
24, on account of being washed—amounted to only 7 per cent
?r all the wool that has come into this country under the present
aw. -

Mr. DOLLIVER. Will the Senator state what the total value
of the importation of wools was in 19077

Mr. SMOOT. I have not the figures here, and I can not give
them offhand, but I can get them in a very few minutes if the
Senator so desires. They, however, would not tell him how
much of the second-class wools were imported——

Mr. DOLLIVER. Exactly.

Mr, SMOOT. But we can, under the importations of second-
class wools, fix the amount of them, as the customs office keeps
them separate.

Mr. DOLLIVER. In 1907 there were 9,809,794 pounds of this
second-class wool brought in.

Mr. SMOOT. I should like to ask now, if the Senator has
the figures, how much were the importations of third-class
wool, and how much were the importations of first-class wool?
The answer will demonstrate whether my statement was cor-
rect. There were only 12,000,000 pounds of second-class wool
imported last year, and that went mostly into the manufacture
of braids and luster goods. That is the uSe for which that
class of wool is put to to-day.

Mr. NELSON. If the Senator from Iowa will permit me,
these statistics do not show the proportion of washed and un-
washed wool of the second class that came in, for the reason
that they all came in under the same duty, and hence the cus-
tom-house figures do not throw any light upon that subject.

Mr, SMOOT. That is just the reason I am taking all of
them, the washed and unwashed. The Senator from Minnesota
can see that they take the other forms of wool——

Mr. NELSON. Perhaps our wools are mercerized. Is that
the trouble? [Laughter.]

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Towa
yield to the Senator from Wyoming?

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly.

Mr. SMOOT. * Mercerized” seems to haunt the Senator
from Minnesota. He does not seem to be able to get over it
somehow or other.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
[Mr. Warrex] has the floor.

Mr. WARREN. I will later on give the exact amount of im-
portations of second-class wool, but the importations of the
first and third class amount to well up toward 200,000,000
pounds, while the importations of wool of the second class
amount to something more than the Senator said, because he is
giving the amounts without taking into account what comes in
on the skin.

The Senator from Minnesota surely does not want to do the
western sheep man an injustice. There was a time when the
western sheep grower could take his flock of sheep and go out

.on the government domain, I want to assure the Senator now
that for every sheep there is in Wyoming—and I think I can
speak for Montana as well—there is an investment of from $10
to §15 in land, fences, reservoirs, and ditches, in machinery and
hay and feed, and so forth; that is, there is a standing invest-
ment of from $10 to $15 for every sheep, Then comes the ex-
pense of running them. The public range as such is a thing of
the past.

The Senator from Minnesota says that the wool in his State
does not bring the amount that wool in the West does; that he
is discriminated against. I do not know that Minnesota wools
are given as such, but I assume that they would be given in the
class of Michigan and Wisconsin wools. Am I right about that,
I ask the Senator from Minnesota?

Mr. NELSON. I can not say as to Michigan wools, but I
should think they might be classed with Wisconsin wools.

Mr. WARREN. The wools of Michigan and Wisconsin are
to-day bringing 50 per cent more than the wools from the West,
pound for pound.

The Senator talks about revision and says the wool schedule
is an idol; that it never has been revised, and that it should
now be revised. Mr. President, that is what has been the mat-
ter. The subject of wool and woolens has been revised and

The Senator from Wyoming

revised over and over again. More than twenty times it has
been revised. That is the trouble. All these revisions have
brought out a result, and that result is, of course, the ultimate
success or nonsuccess of raising wool on the one hand and of
manufacturing woolens on the other.

I am here to say that with all the twenty-odd tariff bills
that have covered wool and woolens, the only time when there
has been success has been when the laws of 1864, 1867, 1890,
and 1897 have been closely adhered to. Every time the rates
have been lowered the result has been disastrous. For instance,
in 1883 the woolman was not attacked upon the surface, but
the manufacturer was attacked. Hence our wool went down in
price and our sheep went to the slaughter; and at the end
of a very few years we had lost 18 per cent of our sheep, our
manufactories were largely closed, and we were bringing in
three or four times as much woolen goods from foreign coun-
tries as before, and bringing in, of course, much less unmanu-
factured wool. g

It is true that this subject has been considered heretofore.
The manufacture of wool, at least, is a highly technical indus-
try. There is an individuality about wool that scarcely——

Mr. NELSON. Does the Senator say that the raising of sheep
is a technical industry?

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, if the Senator had waited
a moment I would have come to that. I said that the manu-
facture of wool was a technical business, and I want to say

that the raising of sheep, if not technical, is a very hazard- .

ous business, Now I will ask the Senator if he knows of any
time—he is a reader of history—when both the woolmen and
the manufacturers have been successful for any length of time,
except under tariff bills that run closely parallel with that of 1897,

The Senator says that we do not revise. Here is the article
of noils. While it has not developed yet perhaps as much as
it may, I may say—I will not say this entire subject, but a
large percentage of this difficulty and this proposition of the
carded-wool men refers to noils. Noils have been reduced.
In the McKinley Act the duty on noils was 30 cents a pound,
and we reduced it to 20 in the Dingley Act. Was not that
revision, and was it not revision downward?

It is asked to reduce the rate of duty from that point, and
the wool men object because the reduction has gone down to a
point where to accept the proposition of lowering the duty on
noils would result in bringing in noils from foreign countries
at a figure the equivalent of which would not be perhaps over
one-third of what the present duty is on scoured wool.

The woolgrower simply asks a chance to live; he asks a
chance to supply this country with all the clothing that it
needs; and until the time comes when he can do that, he asks
that such wool as may be brought in here shall be in the natural
condition, as near as possible, so that the labor of making that
wool into goods shall all be performed in this country and this
country shall get the benefit of it. You may place a barrel of
water on that table where the reporters are working and drive
the head in solid and drive the bung in solid until you think it
is water-tight, but if there is a gimlet hole on the other side,
even if not seen, it will drain the entire vessel.

So if you open a place in this schedule on noils, and there are
a dozen other, yes, two dozen other products—and when I
say “ products” I mean various stages of wool from the sheep's
back to the cloth—that could be named, you reduce those duties
and your importations all follow on the basis of the price that
it costs to get it in as scoured wool.

So that we have had plenty of revision; we have had re-
vision up and we have had revision down; we have had the
duty on wool considerably higher than it is in the present
tariff; we have had the duty on woolen manufactures lower;
we have had weol lower; we have been up and down; we have
been from free wool up to 12 or 13 or 14 cents a pound; and
we have arrived at that stage when, enlightened by experience,
we know that, taking the duty as it is, with business adjusted
to it, we can proceed so that the woolgrower and the manu-
facturer can both be successful; but undertake to revise it,
and, with the diversity of opinion, it is manifest on its face
that it can not be done at this juncture.

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, the Senator’s argument is that
because there is a diversity of opinion here, we ought not to
revise the tariff on wool.

Mr. PAGE. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa
yield to the Senator from Vermont?

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly.

Mr. PAGE. T should like to ask the Senator from Wyoming,
as he seems to be well informed in regard to this matter,
whether he thinks it is practicable to adopt the amendment of
the Senator from Iowa, even though he agrees to the provision?
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Mr. WARREN. By no manner of means, Mr. President; be-
cause to undertake to enter that domain means to take up the
entire schedule, from its title to its end. I submit that when
we are proceeding along under a schedule that has had many
years of study, that has been changed from time to time, and
we have had the most illustrious woolmen and the most experi-
enced woolmen working upon it as commissioners, in undertak-
ing a revision of the entire schedule we must resort to some-
thing more than the thought of any one Senator, however able
he may be, submitted on this floor at this time,

Mr. PAGE. I have had some experience in this matter. I
have been handling wool for fifty-odd years, and have been a
woolgrower for perhaps twenty years; and, instead of there
being 3 or 4 or 5 kinds of wool, as has been stated here,
I know I make 30 kinds. I can say that the more this mat-
ter is discussed the more it seems to me impracticable to
make up a schedule in a moment. It must be the subject of a
great deal of research and study, and I am quite confident that
if the Senator from Iowa would study the whole problem to its
source he would find that every movement he makes would
involve him in more trouble in regard to the adjustment of his
ideas to the grading and the producing of wool. I, myself, do
not know as to the Minnesota and the Wyoming wool, but I
imagine that the difference in the price is due not so much to
the difference in the quality of the wool as to the difference in
the shrinkage.

To-day the price of “A-super” scoured wool is somewhere

* from T0 to 75 cents, and we have wool which we eall our

“ geller ” wool, which runs down as low as 5 cents a pound.
I do not know just where they would come in under any sched-
‘ule, but I do know that the whole matter of wools is an in-
tricate one. For instance, we have to-day an excellent market
for every class of wool that goes into the ordinary clothing we
wear, and I do not know that there has been a day in the year
when there has not been a pretty good demand for all of that
class of wool. On the other hand, ordinary carding wools have
been so dull that there have been times in the last two years
when we could not get enough for them, because the claim of
the manufacturer was that the wools had gone out of style,
and therefore there was no demand for them.

I do not know exactly what the Senator from Iowa means
when he says that the people can not get clothing at a fair
price, because I know that wools that were sold at 40 cents a
pound three or four years ago have, by reason of the change
in fashion, gone down to 25. The reduction has been immense,
I imagine that the more this question is studied the more
difficult it will be found to adjust any schedule here upon the
spur of the moment.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, nobody has ever intended
to settle this matter on “the spur of the moment.” These
schedules have been made from generation to generation, prac-
tically, so far as Congress is concerned. They were originally
made outside of Congress. They have been perpetuated because
it has been easier for Congress to allow outsiders to adjust all
these matters than to attend to them within the walls of this
Chamber and the Chamber of the House. I am not complain-
ing particularly about that. It is an ugly mess; it can not be
approached without watchfulness and pious meditations of all
sorts; but is that any reason why it should be left undisturbed
for fifty years? What I am seeking now to have done is to
have a genuine, scientific protection and Republican revision,
and the word “revision” means “look at it again.” Let us
see whether what was fairly good fifty years ago has not be-
come outgrown and behind these times. I regret that we are
being denied even that poor privilege.

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Brices in the chair). Does
the Senator from Iowa yield to the Senator from Idaho?

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly.

Mr., HEYBURN. I should like to earry ount the suggestion
one step further. * Revise"” means to look at it again, but there
is nothing implied in the term “revision” that compels you to
change, is there? You merely look at it to see whether a change
is necessary.

Mr. DOLLIVER. When you look at it with the impartial and
well-trained mind of the Senator from Montana the first thing
you see is that it can be infinitely improved, and that is an in-
teresting aspect of this matter to me.

Mr. President, I started out to tell what I intended to do
or should try to do, and I have yielded without any embar-
rassment to everybody who desired to participate in the run-
ning discussion, and I am very glad that I did so. I now
desire to state the amendment which I propose. I propose, in
the first place, to offer an amendment placing the wool duties

upotzz;'he basis of the proportional shrinkage of the wools im-
por

My honored friend the Senator from Utah says that it is im-
practicable, because he once was deceived in buying a wagon
load of wool in Utah, during the early settlement of that coun-
try. He overlooks the fact that the Government of the United
States is now spending nearly a hundred thousand dollars a
year for an analytical burean in connection with the appraisers’
stores in the city of New York to do with modern scientific
accuracy what was impossible and incredible only twenty years
ago. He overlooks the fact that we are able not only to tell
the scoured contents of the fleece to-day by scientific means, but
we can tell the moisture contained in the fleece as well. Be-
side every wool market in England stands a conditioning plant,
which reports with seientific accuracy even the moisture con-
tained in a scoured piece of wool submitted to this modern
scientific instrument.

It is also interesting to find from the literature on this sub-
ject, that every international wool market is crowded with ex-
perts who almost at a glance can report with perfect accuracy
the state of a fleece as to its wool contents. That seems in-
credible to the Senator from Wyoming, and yet such is the skill
acquired at these London and Liverpool and Bradford auctions
that there are there men who do not even need a machine to
report with accuracy for those for whom they act the wool
contents of every fleece sold at that auction.

Nobody in this world buys the dirt and grease in wook
Every man who buys wool buys the wool contents of the fleece
or the bale, and if it were not possible to find out what it is,
how would it be possible fo conduct these auctions at the great
centers of wool distribution throughout the world?

But I intend to accompany this proposed amendment with
a little Treasury regulation, which is feasible, according to
the testimony of our own Bureau of Standards, upon which
we have also spent a good many thousand dollars since the
Senator from Utah made an erroneous calculation as +to the
wool contents of a wagonload of wool in the early settlement
of Utah, and I have spent many golden hours in the society
of these great scientists. If any man will inquire of them, they
will tell him it is perfectly feasible to levy this duty upon the
sconred contents of the fleece and to determine with scientifia
accuracy, without scouring the wools, exactly what are the
wool contents of every cargo of wool entering the ports.

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa
yield to the Senator from Wyoming?

Mr. DOLLIVER. I do. \

Mr. WARREN. I will say to the Senator that the Bureau
of Standards, in my judgment, has laid out its work to attack
about every problem on the earth and some under the earth
and over it. They have succeeded in some. They have made
no progress whatever and give no promise regarding this wool
matter., There is not a single buyer of wool for direct manu-
facture within my acquaintance—and I have followed the mat-
ter for a great many years—who will trust his own judgment
to buy closely on wool shrinkage, if a large amount of wool is
at stake, but insists always upon samples and the scouring of
such samples.

I wish to state to the Senator that if he goes to England and
the markets there he will find a crowd of men there before the
wool is taken up, taking samples and scouring them. So that
the men buy each lot of wool upon what it actually shrinks.

Mr. President, go to Boston or New York. If a man wants
to buy any wool of any consequence, and especially if it is
close, he has sample bags sent to his place and he scours them.
The trade is all conducted along that line rather than on the
judgment of any man. I do not believe you can find a single
wool dealer who would say to you that he can insure a correct
estimate within 1 to 5 per cent on different wools of what the
shrinkage actually will be. It is always a guess, although it
may be a close one, and wool being such a valuable product
guesses alone are not to be relied upon.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Then if that is true it is not necessary in
the present state of the science to guess on this subject. So I
will have printed in econnection with that amendment the
regulation—a brief one—which I have drawn to put the Govern-
ment through just about the same process that the wool buyer
puts his agent through in determining what to pay for his wool.
I use the same process to determine what duty to assess upon it.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. May I ask a question?

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator’s last remark seems to me
a demonstration that the amendment is susceptible of being
administered.

Mr. DOLLIVER. I have never submitted it to any expert
who doubted it.
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Mr. BEVERIDGE. I asked the question some time ago, when
the Senator from Montana had said that he preferred the
amendment of the Senator from Iowa to the present law, if
that was also the opinion of the Senator from Utah—whether
he would also prefer this amendment to the present law—and
he said it was incapable of administration. The Senator from
Jowa has demonstrated, by reason of these scientific tests, and so
forth, that it is eapable of administration. That being true, or
supposing it is true, supposing the Senator from Iowa happens
to be right about it, and it is capable of administration, will the
Senator from Utah agree with the Senator from Montana that
the amendment of the Senator from Iowa is better than the
present law?

Mr. SMOOT. In answer to that, I wish to say that no one
can tell what the wool shrinks until it is scoured, and then
there are no two men who shrink wool who will get exactly
the same result. If it was shrunk in New York port it may
show one result. If it was shrunk in Boston port it may show
a different result. It depends upon how the wool is scoured,
and it is impossible to tell the shrinkage until it is scoured.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Could it possibly show such a startling
variety of injustices as are involved in assessing a fixed amount
upon the raw wool without any regard whatever to whether it
shrunk 1 per cent or 757

Mr. NELSON. Wil the Senator from Iowa yield to me for
a moment?

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certaluly.

Mr. NELSON. Would it not be possible, with a consign-
ment of wool arriving at the custom-house, to take a bunch of
that wool and put it through a process of scouring and deter-
mine just what the net amount of wool is?

Mr. DOLLIVER. I have no doubt of it.

Mr. SMOOT. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from
Minnesota to the fact that that can not be done. One bag of
wool may shrink 60 per cent, another may shrink 65, just the
same as the fleeces may differ.

Mr. NELSON. We have a way of inspecting wheat in Minne-
sota. We take out of every load of wheat a sample, and one
out of every sack; and so if the wool comes in different bags or
bundles, you can take a sample out of each and put it through
the process of scouring and arrive definitely at the amount of
net wool there is in the consignment.

Mr. SMOOT. Cleaning of wheat and wool are entirely differ-
ent propositions.

Mr. DOLLIVER. I now desire to proceed a step further.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Wonuld the Senator object to my asking a
question ?

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly not.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I did not want to insist on the Senator
from Utah answering unless he wanted to. Therefore I did not
pursue the question at first very much, because he said it was
impossible of administration. But, now that the Senator from
TIowa has demonstrated to his own satisfaction at least, and it
looks plausible to us, that it is capable of administration, my
question to the Senator is this: Supposing the Senator from
Iowa is right about that, then would the Senator from Utah
be in favor of this amendment rather than the present law, as
the Senator from Montana has said he was?

Mr. SMOOT. I answered before, and I will answer again,
that it is not possible of administration; and I say to the Sen-
ator now, as I said then, upon the hypothesis that he submits to
me, I do not particularly care about offering an opinion.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then the Senator declines to give an
opinion as to whether he prefers this amendment rather than
the present law, supposing that the Senator from Iowa is right
and that it can be administered?

Mr. DOLLIVER. I do not desire to discuss the matter fur-
ther except to say I will print the Treasury regulations with
which I propose to accompany this proposition. If that amend-
ment is adopted it equalizes these duties as between the ecarded
wool people and the worsted people and the spinning people so
far as raw wool is concerned, and that, in my judgment, is the
first thing necessary to be done if we are going to preserve the
woolen manufacturing industry in the United States.

I again propose an amendment which relates to paragraph
871. I propose to strike it out and insert these words:

Woolens advanced from the scoured state, known as tolis, valued at
not more than 40 cents dpe und, 30 cents 3er pound ; ued at more
than 40 cents per pound, 3 cents per pound; and in ‘addition thereto
on all the foregoing 20 per cent ad valorem.

Mr. WARREN. May I ask the Senator a question?

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly.

Mr. WARREN. The Senator knows what the Wilson Act
provided. The Wilson Act, with free wool, made the duty on
tops 20 per cent.

Mr. DOLLIVER, This is vastly more than that. It is 20
per cent ad valorem in addition to the specific assessments.

Mr. WARREN. You have now 30 per cent on tops.

Mr., DOLLIVER. Thirty and 35.

g M:;. WARREN. How many pounds of wool make a pound of
ops

Mr. DOLLIVER. I understand that the tops are over two-
thirds of the pound; the noils are less than one-third.
thMr. WARREN. There is a shrinkage besides the noils and

e top.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Yes;
you start in to make yarn.

Mr. WARREN. In other words, the top is an advancement
beyond scoured wool.

Mr. DOLLIVER. I want to show my honored friend, the
Senator from Wyoming, exactly what is done. If you will look
into the coffin there, at the wool exibition, you will see every-
thing white and clean and beautiful. It is really an attractive
thing, and yet it is a mere exhibit. I believe it is the same
exhibit that the State of Montana had at the world's fair in
1903. I may be mistaken about that. If you showed an ordi-
nary old earded-wool manufacturer those specimens he would
laugh in your face. These are not the tops of commerce. These
are not the noils of commerce. These are not the wastes of
commerce. If you want fo see a genuine noil just as these
poor fellows buy it in the market, I show it to you there [ex-
hibiting]. If you come up here with me you will find the
seeds of plants and burs and everything else in it. How does
that happen? The man who is combing English wool does
not scour it at all; or at least if he scours it, he touches it very
lightly for fear of breaking the fibers still further, and his
object is to get as many long hairs preserved in the fleece as
possible.

So he hardly touches it. He does not put it in soda, but he
combs it, and as he combs it out come the dirt and the burs
and the accumulations—everything that was left in it after it
was washed in the stream—and that is the noil of commerce,
ag I found out by talking to 20 manufacturers who are en-
gaged—

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. DOLLIVER. I do.

Mr. SMOOT. Do I understand the Senator to say they card
wool unwashed or unscoured?

Mr. DOLLIVER. I did not say carded. I said combed it.

Mr. SMOOT. Of course if the Senator knew——

Mr. DOLLIVER. If they did not comb it, how did they pro-
duce a noil like that?

Mr. SMOOT. Before they could comb it they had to card it.

Mr, DOLLIVER. Very well.

Mr. SMOOT. I ask the guestion whether the Senator said
that they carded the wool and combed it without scouring?

Mr. DOLLIVER. I did say that these long, delicate wools
are not so scoured as to prevent the noils appearing of that color,
which I undertake to say is the ordinary commercial noil that
is sold to the carded woolen mills of the United States.

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator calls that what? What designa-
tion does he give it?

Mr. DOLLIVER. A noil.

Mr. SMOOT. I do not mean that; but what kind of wool—a
delicate wool? :

Mr. DOLLIVER. Whatever wool——

Mr. SMOOT. I want to say to the Senator that that is a
coarse-fiber wool of the very lowest grade.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Do not make any unkind remarks about
it. [Laughter.] That is not the only kind of noils we have
here. There [exhibiting] is the noil produced in the prepara-
tion of wool for the weaving of carpets. Did you ever see that
kind of noil out in Utah?

Mr. SMOOT. We do not make carpets in Utah. But this is
hardly wool. This is camel’s hair. [Laughter.]

Mr. DOLLIVER. And the peculiarity about this tariff act is
that it treats camel’s hair and goat's hair exactly as it does
wool. [Laughter.] The hair of any animal has the same dig-
nity as wool under this law, which has passed beneath the eyes
of the wisdom that has come here from the State of Utah.
There is no question about that. Why should I be derided for
presenting camel’s hair, when the statesmen for fifty years have
rated it as wool and treated it with the same dignity through-
out every paragraph of those schedules?

Mr. SMOOT. If the Senator wants to know, I will tell him,

Mr. DOLLIVER. Well, it would be interesting, seeing your
contemptuous allusion to camel's hair, to know how it hap-

there is a further shrinkage after

Does the Senator from Iowa
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pened to creep into this schedule and say there for fifty years
without any comments from anybody.

Mr. SMOOT. Camel's hair is used in the very coarest goods,
and is mixed with wool for the purpose of manufacturing horse
blankets, carpets——

Mr, DOLLIVER. Have you made provision in this bill for
noils arising out of the manufacture of wool into horse blankets?

Mr. SMOOT. The provision we put into this bill is to pro-
tect all noils, and if we pul a rate on noils that would protect
that class, what would become of the great majority of the high-
priced noils that are worth the same as scoured wool? They
would not be protected.

Mr. DOLLIVER. When I come to noils I am going to tell
you exactly what I think ought to become of them. I think it is
not an act of statesmanship, but of very ordinary everyday—
I will not say stupidity, but I can not think of a synonym that
moderates that expression—that treats noils of camel's hair,
ready to be thrown away, with the same dignity as the finest
noils exhibited by my friend, the Senator from Montana, are
treated. If I had the writing of it, I would put on a reasonable
ad valorem to protect it. I would make it high enough to be
prohibitory if necessary, but not so written as to make it ridicu-
lous before the community.

Mr. President, the reason I do not like the rates upon these
wool tops is that I do not think, while that is a beautiful
gpecimen of tops, scoured, I have no doubt, with selected
chemicals, for the instruction of my honored friend, the Sena-
tor from Montana, that even the top which he exhibited
there ought to be protected by the same rate that is applied to
woolen cloth of the highest kind. I feel sure that if there is
any sense in making this tariff schedule, the duty on these
wool tops ought to be somewhere above the duty on scoured
wool and below the duty on finished yarns; and I should like
to see somebody who has the leisure and the scientific taste
to loeate that duty about in the right place.

Mr. WARREN. The Senator thinks that in this readjust-
ment the carded-wool men are the men who suffer and they are
the ones he would like to relieve?

Mr. DOLLIVER. Yes; they are the ones I heard complaining.

Mr. WARREN. That being true, how does the Senator pro-
pose to relieve the carded-wool men by changing the duty on
tops, for I want to say to the Senator what he perhaps already
knows that tops are not used by the earded-wool men at all.

Mr. DOLLIVER. I know that; but they are bought and sold
in this market.

Mr. WARREN.
carded-wool men

Mr. DOLLIVER. I know.

Mr. WARREN (continuing). Unless they are put down low
enough to cheat the woolgrower out of the tariff on wool.

Mr. DOLLIVER. They are, however, made for sale.
body buys them.

Mr. WARREN., Yes.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Somebody sells them.

Mr. WARREN. Yes,

Mr. DOLLIVER. If I did not know who the parties were,
I would still want to take some precaution to see that an ad-
vantage was not given to the seller over the buyer by making
the rate absurdly prohibitory.

Mr. WARREN. Would the Senator rather have the tops
made abroad than here?

Mr. DOLLIVER. No; it is not necessary to make the tops
abroad. The tops ought to be made here.

Mr., WARREN. Yes.

Mr. DOLLIVER. But where a combination of top makers
is organized here, selling its product to the publie, selling it
to those who want to buy, I would have the rate so arranged
that after it got to about the level of real extortion the man
could turn with a cheerful countenance to the world's markets
and relieve himself without being robbed world without end.
That is the theory in my head.

Mr. WARREN. But, Mr. President, there is no combination
of top makers. There is no trust in that business, The con-
cerns which make tops are all separate and distinct. They
have arbitrary qualities, and the nature of wool is such that
they could no more combine in the top business than they could
in any other branch of the woolen business. The'three largest
top makers in the country also comb on commission; that is,
for a nominal fee they take wool from either merchants, or
spinners who do only drawing and spinning, and comb the wool
into tops, thus enabling men of small capital to engage in the
worsted-spinning business without the investment necessary for
washing, earding, and combing machinery, which constitutes
half of the cost of equipment of a complete worsted-spinning
plant making yarn from raw wool. No manufacturer has to

They have no effect whatever upon the

Some-

buy tops, because tops are simply one of the products of wool
as it goes along toward cloth, and if tops are too high, bring
wool in and make the tops or make it into yarn, and bring in
the yarn.

Mr. DOLLIVER. I instructed by self by wandering around
the woolen mills of New England a good deal, and while I find
it is true that everybody could make tops if he wanted to, and
had the machinery and the capital to attend to it, is is not true
that everybody does. But, on the contrary, there are many
humble folk who are relying on their more highly capitalized
neighbors for their tops, and within the last few years the
largest top mill in the world has been built, largely as a mer-
cantile proposition to manufacture and sell its articles to those
who are not so situated as to make it themselves.

Mr. WARREN. I will ask the Senator one more question.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly.

AMr, WARREN. Does the Senator know of a single manu-
facturer in the United States who is asking us to reduce the
tariff on cotton so that he may buy the tops? I do not know
of a single one in the United States who is asking us to reduce
the price of tops so that he may buy those tops for his own use.

Mr. DOLLIVER. I know it has been twenty-two years since
the farmer was put forward for the first time to remove this
chestnut from the fire. In 1888 substantially the same duty on
tops was suggested by a leading worsted manufacturer of New
England. Here it is in this book exactly as he proposed it.
Up to that time there is no trace of anybody else wanting it,
and yet from that time to this every time a controversy has
been raised about it, every time anybody has felt called on to
gay it is too high, the brethren who originated it drop into the
background and outstep the magnificent wool raisers and sheep
breeders, like my friend from Wyoming, to take the laboring
oar in defense of a proposition that is absolutely indefensible.

Mr. WARREN. Shall I tell the Senator why that originated
and what was the interest of the woolmen?

Mr. DOLLIVER. I think I know what the Senator is going
to say. He says, “ You do not want tops to come in;” but I
say it is not necessary to have tops come in from abroad. It
is not necessary to choose between having them come in in
large quantities and this duty, which is so high that nobody
would ever think of such a thing as undertaking any commerce
in them whatever.

Mr., WARREN. The Senator guessed wrong. I will tell the
Senator, if he will wait a moment—and it will take but a mo-
ment—why the farmer was interested.

Mr. DOLLIVER. I think I know what the Senator has in
that envelope.

Mr. WARREN. T am glad the Senator does know. Fellowing
the law of 1883, under which neither the wool men nor the manu-
facturers were successful, the Treasury Department ruled that
this material [exhibiting], which is tops, a refinement of wool,
and costs a great deal more than scoured wools and a great deal
more than washed wools, was subject to a duty of only 10 cents
a pound, and that is what they collected.

Mr. DOLLIVER. That was wrong.

Mr. WARREN. Does the Senator wonder that the woolman,
who was put out of business because this product was brought
in at 10 cents, which left him but 2Z or 3 cents protection
on the wool he raised, awoke to the fact that tops ought to be
looked after? ‘

Mr. DOLLIVER. I have no reason to be astonished that he
woke up, but I am amazed that he broke down the door and
upset the furniture and in his effort to get that duty reenacted
allowed people to write a schedule that put it upon the exact
level with manufactured and finished cloth.

Mr. WARREN. Which hurts nobody.

Mr. DOLLIVER. It may hurt nobody, but is it not a mighty
comfortable protection for a gentleman who is manufacturing
tops for sale? If you find a man who is entitled, for example,
to 25 or 30 cents protection, and by reason of the fright of the
woolgrowers is given 44 cents a pound and 55 per cent ad
valorem, as if the product was woolen cloth, do you not think
such a man engaged in making tops for sale might be interested
more than the publie is in keeping such a duty upon them?

Mr. WARREN. There is only one use the tops can be put to,
and that is to make them into yarns, unless you give them to
the carded wool men as waste stock. The man who is making
tops——
Mr. DOLLIVER. Did you ever hear of anyone giving any-
thing to the carded wool men?

Mr. WARREN. They have had everything they have asked
for up to date, and they could have everything they agk for
now, if they did not ask the woolgrowers of this country to lay
down and let them walk over them with a rate about a half
and from that to a third of what we enjoy now upon wool.
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Tops can only be made into yarn, and yarn is imported as yarn.
Nobody need buy tops that are made in this country, because
they can get it in yarn, and the Senator says that yarns are
lower. Then the tops come in in yarn. If he is making tops,
all he has to do is teo bring in wool and scour his own wool.

Mr, DOLLIVER. Mr., President, I went into that more fully
than I intended to do. I want now to approach one of the
complaints that these great American manufacturers have made
to me, and I confess it has not only convinced my judgment,
but it has touched my heart. I am not so cold-blooded as some.
When a man comes to me and says, * For fifty years my father
and I have been building up a great woolen manufacturing
industry, and I find myself ground to poverty and to bank-
ruptey by the laws of the United States,” I am not so con-
stituted that I can tell him not to occupy my time; that if the
business is not profitable, to quit it; that the thing is obsolete;
that their inheritance from their fathers ig in a way to be totally
destroyed ; lock it up and guit and get into some other busi-
ness. I am not so constituted. I would not do that until I
had spent a good many days trying to find out what the man’s
real grievance was, and I think I have gotten down to this
simple point.

Mr. WARREN. The Senator would not destroy another in-
dustry to save that one?

Mr. DOLLIVER. No; and I have not found ene of these
men, although borne down with eare and anxiety abont their
own business, who would consent to that. They want an ar-
rangement which will equalize their relations, and not an ad-
vantage, such as the Senator from Wyoming will demand in
the way of increases for the purpose of the protection of the
woolgrowers of the United States in this - schedule.

Mr. WARREN. Let me say to the Senator that I should be
glad, and I stand ready, to help the carded wool industry, if I
can.

Mr. DOLLIVER. When?

Mr. WARREN. I will tell the Senator. The Senator talks
abont carded industry as though everyone interested in earded
wool was here asking that a change be made in the tariff,
Does the Senator think that was the case?

Mr. DOLLIVER. There have been so many of them and so
many associations represented here——

Mr. WARREN. As a matter of fact there are some 50 or
75 out of 700 who are asking for a change. My judgment is
that they will be perfectly satisfied, because this change in
values and the changes in fashion will bring up the industry.

Mr. DOLLIVER. FKither that or death, industrial death,
will put all their fears at rest.

Mr. WARREN. When the Senator says that he is going to
offer an amendment which will give us a higher tariff on wool,
he proposes also to put on a produoct of wool so low a tariff
that mot a pound of raw wool would enter in, and we would
have all the products from foreign countries coming in at only
a fraction of the duty upon wool. When you rob it of all the
surrounding superfluous things, in a sentence that is what it
amounts to. I do not care what you put on a pound of wool,
if you take enough wool and put it-at 10 ecents——

Mr. DOLLIVER. It will not be found that I have taken any
product of wool and put it at 10 cents a pound. T hope that I
may have the honor of a careful examination by the Senator
from Wyoming of the amendments I propose to offer., I have
not done an unkind thing to wool.

Mr. WARREN. But you have offered an amendment which
confessedly is very much lower than the present duty on wool.

Mr. DOLLIVER. What amendment does my friend refer to?

Mr. WARREN. On tops and on moils, both.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, when I offered the amend-
ment which I have proposed on tops, I am amazed at the con-
sideration I have shown to that historic by-product. -

Mr. WARREN. The cloth in that case might as well be
called a by-product. The top is not only not a by-product, but it
is one of the stairs up which the wool ascends on its way to
finished cloth.

Mr. DOLLIVER. I want the tops as they are going up the
stairs from wool to cloth to stop before they get to cloth,

Mr. WARREN. How would you stop it?

Mr. DOLLIVER. Valued at not more than 40 cents, 30 cents
a pound; valued at more than 40 cents a pound, 35 cents a
pound, and in addition thereto the ad valorem of 20 per cent.
Do you not think that sounds pretty good to a man who is try-
ing to get tops protected as they onght to be?

Mr. WARRREN. It sounds mighty good to a man who wants

a lower tariff on wool; it looks good to the importer; it looks |

mighty good to the manufacturer who, under the guise of friend-
ghip for the woolman, will import it at less than the present
rates on wool.

Mr. DOLIIVER. If I had not had at the hands of manu-
facturing experts, as interested as the Senator from Wyoming
is in the maintenance of the wool industry, figures that prove it
is for protective purposes fully adeguate, I would not offer it.

But I was speaking about the grievance the ecarded-wool
people have in the imposition. Here is a man engaged in the
manufacture of worsted goods buying flocks in England and
paying upon them here a duty equal to a second duty of 15 cents
a pound. He takes it to his mill and combs it. It is exactly
as a man would comb his hair., The long fiber straightens itself
out and the short fibers fall away.

The long fibers constitute the tops and the short fibers consti-
tute the noils. If you will look there at those samples you will
find noils whiter than snow, but in point of fact, as I said in
the combing of the wool, according to the best testimony I
have ever been able to get, they do not apply harsher processes
of scouring for fear of still further injuring the long fibers.
Censequently the comb passes through the tops and you find
burs and various kinds of dirt, so that before the carded woolen
manufacturers can use a pound of it at least 25 per eent has
passed away in scouring it and in getting it absolutely clean.
But here upon these neils is fixed an adamantine duty of 20
cents a pound. It does not make any difference what kind of
wools they are, even if they are the moils of camel's hair, as
my friend from Utah said these noils are, whether costly or not,
whether high grade or low, whether they are white as snow
or black as that wool, whatever their condition, the duty is 20
cents a pound.

I undertake to say that the man who is making worsted cloth,
turning out that by-product in the United States to-day, will
get profit enough to pay and more than pay all the duty he ever
paid at the custom-houses of the United States on the wool out
of which those noils were produced.

lzll.r. WARREN. The carded-wool men do not have to have
noils,

Mr. DOLLIVER. Then, there is not one of them who knows
anything about the business.

Mr. WARREN. The Senator is mistaken. Noils are but one
product for them, and because they are cheaper they use them;
but they can use instead every pound of wool that I might
grow, or that people with whom I am interested grow, or that
the Senator grows in Iowa. There is no trouble about that.

Mr. DOLLIVER. You would want to have this product
thrown away?

Mr. WARREN, Not at all.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Why not have an act of Congress that once
a year those things shall be burned up? Eyery woolgrower
would be secure if that was in operation.

Mr. WARREN., The Senator seems to be going just a little
away from the ordinary line. When I say it is not necessary
to use the noils, T want to say that the carded-wool men are
not such mendicants that they must depend upen them. If
there is a product coming from the mills that is lower than
other classes of wool, of course they use it, and if can
they will bear it down. It is a matter of fact that they have
already borne the tariff upon it down from 30 per cent to 20
per cent. But now they are not satisfied. They have the privi-
lege, I want to say to the Senator, of bringing in moils that are
free from burs. They can bring in carbonized mneils, and there
are noils worth to-day 67 to 75 cents per pound. There is no
trouble about that. It may be true that the more common
noils can mnot be brought in with satisfaction. Why bring
them in, then? Here is a sample of such noils as can be brought
in under the tariff at 20 cents—absolutely pure, carbonized noils,

Mr. DOLLIVER. From where?

Mr. WARREN. This is from our American mills.

Mr. DOLLIVER. I thought the Senator said it had been
brought into the country.

Mr. WARREN., I say noils just like that could come in. It
is a recombed noil, but the noil carbonized makes it even purer
than that.

Mr. DOLLIVER. It has a bright and glistening look that
I have never seen on the noils here,

Mr. WARREN. If the Senator wants to know where those
noils came from I can tell him, and I can tell him that I saw
the cards working that made the noils. I saw them made, if
that will be satisfactory to the Senator.

Now I want to return. The ecarded-wool men use almost
everything in the shape of wool and cotton rags, and so forth,
and if there were not a pound of noils from now te Christendom
the carded-wool men would go on just the same.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I think the duties on all
the by-products of worsted making are too high. They are
prohibitory. They are unequal. The range of the prices of
the articles is so great that when you set a specific duty on
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one you are already necessarily creating inequalities. When
you put the rate high enough for the highest, you make it
ridiculously high for the low and the ordinary. Therefore,
I propose to make some suggestions as to reducing these duties
on all by-products of the worsted making and on all the waste
incident to the wool market in the United States. So much
for the material.

Mr. WARREN. Now, Mr. President, let the Senator remem-
ber that there is just one product of the worsted manufacturer—
noils—that the carded-wool men seek, because the other prod-
ucts are used in the making of worsted yarns and in the con-
struction of worsted cloth.

Mr. DOLLIVER. But the knitting people are giving me
almost as much anxiety as the carded-wool people. I intend
to put into the Recorp, into this speech——

Mr. WARREN. The knitters are buyers of yarn, unless they
make their own yarn; but, as knitters only, they have no direct
interest in the waste duties. Would the Senator like to know
what the knitters put into their product?

Mr. DOLLIVER. I do not want to go into their product, but
I want to put into the Recorp their complaint against this bill.

Mr. WARREN. I have here some of the material the knit-
ting men use. -

Mr. DOLLIVER. I hope the Senator is not meditating any
suspicion of these good people.

Mr. WARREN. Not at all; I simply wish to show how
unnecessary it is for these people to use slubbing waste in
knitting stock.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Strangely, you stopped just a few inches
ahead of the proposition that I am approaching in respect to
our assessment of the compensatory duties upon woolen cloth.

Mr. WARREN. I am compensated if I have got ahead of the
Senator in any way.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Just that little suggestion of yours to
these woolen people—these yarn people claim certain privileges
that they ought to have on account of wool, when in point of
fact they do not patronize wool at all—has brought back to my
mind the second thing that I have been struggling with during
the past few weeks, and that is the old assessment, to
which we have grown accustomed, of four times the duty on
unwashed elothing wool of the first class to the pound of cloth;
that is to say, 44 cents in some cases, and in the lower cases
a less ratio is claimed necessary as a compensatory duty. Com-
pensatory for what?

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa
yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. DOLLIVER. I always welcome the light thrown on this
subject by the Senator from Utah.

Mr. SMOOT. It simply means to compensate for loss in the
manufacture of the wool and the cloth. There is not a ques-
tion in my mind, and I do not think there is in the Senator's,
but that there is a loss of a pound out of four, because the
testimony of Mr. Dale, spoken of so highly, says even more than
that, because he estimates that it takes 154 pounds to make 100
pounds of cloth.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Here is a man who does not live in the
United States. He is making cloth in some other country. He
comes over here with his cloth. It has only a little wool in it,
only a few threads. Possibly half of it is cotton and the rest
of it mostly cotton. He approaches our eustom-house, and this
bill, following the custom for the last fifty years, assesses him
four times the weight of his cloth for the purpose of compensat-
ing somebody for something, Will the Senator from Utah
kindly state who is the person to be compensated, and for what
he is being compensated in a‘case like that?

Mr. SMOOT. I will take great pleasure in doing so. It is
for the reason that there is not a question but that the compen-
satory duty is at least 1 pound out of 4 in the manufacture of
this wool.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly.

Mr. SMOOT. But the Senator refers to a piece of goods that
comes in here with only a little. If we put the compensatory
duty only to protect that little wool, then the whole system of
manufacturing in this country would be placed upon the basis
of m low-grade manufacture of woolens, and the whole door
would be opened for the importation from foreign countries of
the high-grade wool.

So, then, it becomes necessary absolutely to have this com-
pensatory duty upon the very highest class of goods, and in
doing it it keeps out of this country the goods made from
mungo and waste of every kind. It is true that the Senator
can figure upon a piece of cloth that is worth less than 40
cents a pound, and the ad valorem duty would be 150 per cent,

perhaps.

But, Mr. President, if we did not have that compensatory
duty of 4 pounds, as we reduce it so do we reduce the standard
of our manufactures here of woolens and the protection that
may be given to them. Therefore, in the hearings in 1867 that
whole question was gone into, and every tariff bill that has been
discussed upon this floor since has called attention to this very
principle. It has been voted on in the Senate time and time
again. If we followed out the counsel of the Senator from
TIowa and reduced that compensatory duty, all our best goods
would be imported from a foreign country, and we would only
be protected upon the very lowest grades of goods.

Mr. WARREN. The Senator might have said that it is not
always 4 to 1, but 3 to 1 and 2% to 1. Furthermore, the ad
valorem duty which is added to the compensatory is reckoned
upon the value of the cloth. So what is lost in one class is
made in the other.

Mr, DOLLIVER. Now, Mr. President, the Senator from
Utah unconsciously exposes the real character of our situation.

Mr. SMOOT. Not unconsciously, because I want the Senate
of the United States to understand exactly the position. If I
were going to make a speech now, I would call attention to the
very principle and the discussions that have been had in this
Chamber time and time again upon this very point. I did not
bring it out here unconsciously, because I wanted Senators to
understand it.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I did not mean that the
Senator was making any unconscious exposure of his views, but
he is simply repeating what has been thrust at me from a good
many quarters from the beginning of this controversy. He says
this is all right because if you will examine it closely you will
find the date 1867 on it:; this is all right because if you go
back far enough into the history you will find it has been
indorsed and approved.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I want to say now that as far
as shrinkage of wools is concerned, they shrink just as much to-
day as they did in 186T7.

AMr. DOLLIVER. That is more than can be said for the rates
in this bill. [Laughter.]

Mr. SMOOT. We were talking about the changes that may
have taken place in the last fifty years as far as the shrinkage
of wools is concerned and the scouring of them. They shrink
more to-day than they did in 1867, and if the basis was fair in
1867 it is certainly fair to-day.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I do not intend to judge
with harshness the method of reasoning by which the Senator
from Utah has fastened these things upon his mind, for the
reason I have been for many years in the same case with him.
I had read many of those old speeches, and in 1888, I think, I
heard the honored Senator from Rhode Island state it in very
much more accurate terms than the Senator from Utah has just
now stated it, because in a carefully prepared address, which
has become a little classic in the wool-tariff literature from that
day to this, he not only showed that this 4 to 1 ratio was
necessary, whether the wool was there or not, but he showed
that unless we preserved it these great"harms and hardships to
our market place would happen.

He said we must make the ratio as high as the highest pos-
sible shrinkage of wool, because our competitors have access to
those low-shrinkage wools. That seemed to be a very conclusive
thing to me at the time, and I stated it with a solemn counte-
nance to everybody who was disposed to dispute the sanctity of
this ratio. It never occurred to me to talk with somebody who
had made a specialty not of defending things after they are done,
but of doing things after finding out how they ought to be done.
So I laid that question before Mr. Dale, of the Textile World
Record, and he said what I shall read. I asked him the follow-
ing question :

Q. 1 wish to talk with you a little about the framework of Schedule
K as it relates to the specific duties applicable to the weight of cloths
and dress goods manufactured here. Have you ever studied the ques-
tion of whether the multiples of 3 and 4 by which this compensatory

duty on cloth as related to the duties on wools of the first class has
been calculated for so many years—A. Yes; I have.

Curiously enough, he did not flash on me those old speeches,
but he stated that he had studied it himself. I went over to
the House of Representatives during the early stages of the
tariff controversy; in fact, I stayed over there nearly all the
time, because there was nothing going on here. I was anxious
to get the atmosphere that always comes from a live discussion
of tariff questions. I was very much pleased when a very
bright man, I think from Ohio, got up with a box of samples
very much like that which we see before us, and exhibiting the
same kind of goods, he said:

1 now propose to demonstrate that this ratio is correct. Mr. Chair-
man, I will read from a speech made by the Hon. John Bhermsn on
the 15th day of May, 1867,
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That is all the attention he gave to if, and he passed on.

So I was diving back into that literature—and I think I have
perused it about as faithfully as any other man; certainly as
any man who had other things to attend to—but here I ran
across a man who said he had studied it himself.

Mr, SMOOT. He did not appear before the commitiee?

Mr. DOLLIVER. No; he did not.

Mr. SMOOT, He was not before the committee?

Mr. DOLLIVER. He was not before the committee. I cannot
find anybody who was before the committee, except our good
worsted friends and a few habitual witnesses who hang around
the committee rooms of both Houses of Congress like professional
jurymen around the court-house out in our section of the country.

Q. I would like to know what concluslons you have reached about
that?—A. You will find my conclusions in this article, * How much
wool to make a pound of cloth?” No tariff on wool goods should be
based on a ratio between grease wool and finished cloth. As well
might one attempt to fix a ratio between Iron ore and watch springs.
No wool manufacturer attempts to estimate the cost of his finished
fabries from the cost of the grease wool. Such a basls would result in
gross errors aad ultimate bankruptcy. In buying grease wool, the first
considerations are the amount of sconred wool that the grease wool will
yield, and the intrinsic worth of the scoured fiber. About twenty years
ago I made an extensive test to determine the shrinkage in manufac-
turing all-wool ecloth, and the result was that 1.54 pounds of scoured
wool was required for 1 pound of cloth. The ratio between the grease
wool and the finished cloth varies widely because of the difference in
the shrinkage of wool In scouring. During the four years I was mak-
ing the test referred to, I used many different lots of wool which varied
widely In shrinkage. This variation of shrinkage is illustrated by 6
lots of grease wool, which in scouring shrunk 76, 69, 62, 47, 35, and 16
per cent, respectively. Calenlating the ratlo between these lots of
grease wool and the finished cleth from the ratio of 1.54 between the
scoured wool and the finished cloth, we find the following ratios between
the grease wool and the finished cloth: Gi, 5, 4, 3, 28, and 1. This
lainly that no single ratio can be true of all kinds of wool.

. What do you say, then, of the scheme of fixing these compensatory
duties as this bill does, on the ratio of 4 to 1, and in the lower grades
of 8 to 1Y How does that work out?

Now, listen:

A. It causes great Inequalities in the tariff especially, because the
ratios named are applied not only to goods made of all wool, but to
goods made of mixtores of wool and other materials.

Q. What reason {s there for compensating the manufacturer of cloth
on account of the wool dutﬁ. when in point of fact little or no wool
appears In the cloth which he makes?—A. There is, of course, no rea-
gon for compensating a manufacturer for duties paid on wool that is
not used in the manufacture of the cloth. The 4 to 1 ratlo between
grease wool and cloth is correct only for all-wool cloth made of wool
shrinking 60 to 65 Iper cent. As a matier of fact, no wool shrinking
as much as that is imported into the United States. The specific duty
of 11 or 12 cents a pound on grease wool forces the manufacturers to
confine their purchases of forei wool to the light-shrinking lots.
Consequently, the Dingley and Payne bills compensate the manufac-
turer i‘or wool duties which he has never paid. The defenders of the
4 to 1 ratlo sometimes seek to {ustlfy it by referring to or paraphrasing
Senator ALDRICH'S defense of it twelve years ago. Thus one of them
recently said to me: “ We need compensation at the rate of 4 to 1
because our foreign competitors use these heavy wools.”

That is exactly what my friend from Utah has just said.
Mr. Dale adds:

The large amount of grease and dirt in the heavy-shrinking wools is
no advantage to the foreign manufacturer. Wool cloth is made from
the wool fiber, not from wool grease and dirt. There can be no justifi-
cation for compensating for wool duties that have not been paid.

That is the objection I have to this proposed statute,

Mr. WARREN. The Senator is making a very able speech
from his standpoint. From the light of experience we know
how easy it is to make faces and to find fault with wool sched-
ules, both as to wool and its manufactures. We have heard it
for years. It is nothing new. It is sometimes more difficult to
propose a remedy. Now, this compensation that is given the
manufacturer for the wool, as I understand it, is meant to
place him in the same position finally as if he had free wool.
That is correct, is it not? :

Mr. DOLLIVER. I think that was the origin of the super-
stition. \

Mr. WARREN. There has to be some basis upon which to
start with the ratio.

Now, the Senator has just stated there that his correspondent,
his expert, from whom he quotes, would require a ratio of 63
in one case and 1% in the other, an average of about 3 to 1, and
4 to 1, taking that consideration.

Mr. DOLLIVER. On last Friday night it was proved to us
conclusively that averages are in the nature of an imposition
on the understanding of man.

Mr. WARREN. Take the experiment he has quoted there
and add them together and divide by 2, and you will find
you have just what the present ratio is.

Mr. DOLLIVER. That has this advantage: One of those
ratios is correct in some cases, but the average of them all is
correct in no case.

Mr. WARREN., Very well. But I should like to ask the
Senator, before he finishes, to state how he is going to make
a ratio that will be all right and satisfactory to both the grower
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of the material and the manufacturer, for the individuality
of the wool and the woolgrower is lost sight of when the wool
goes into the factory. Wool may go up and wool may go down.

A man may buy his wool at a time when the clip is good. It
may be 10 per cent higher, or it may be 10 per cent lower. If
you undertake to fix a ratio ad valorem, where are you going to
land? It is just like the ad valorem duty upon wool. You put
the ad valorem duty upon wool, and the grower of sheep, at the
time he can stand it the least, is going to be damaged the most.
For instance, if wool is 20 cents fo-day and an ad valorem of
50 per cent should be placed upon it, it would be 10 cents, If
wool should go down to 10 cents, the ad valorem would be 2
cents, and the very time he needed protection most would be
the time when he would be stripped of it. Again, wool goes
up, and the time when he does not need them is just the time
when you pile on duties and make them higher. Therefore, in
manufacturing, where wool fluctuates as it has within a year
and a half from 15 to 25 cents, how are you going to fix a com-
pensatory ratio unless you can fix the average?

Mr., DOLLIVER. Mr. President, so persuasive are considera-
tions such as the Senator from Wyoming has just made that
I have postponed any final effort to secure a ratio which would
be in the nature of an equitable and proportionate assessment.
I have consented, with very great reluctance in my own mind,
to. preserve the historic ratio, not of 16 to 1, but of 4 to 1.

Mr. WARREN, It is sometimes 3 to 1, or 3% to 1.

Mr. DOLLIVER. I do not intend to try to disturb that ratio,
because I am so satisfied that it is sunk into the moral nature
of so many good people in Wyoming that I could not undertake
to extract it, even with delicate machinery, without upsetting
the composure of friends, even here in the Senate Chamber.
So I do not propose to change the ratio; but I intend to do a
thing which I have thought of a great many times, though I
never before could make out whether it was entirely feasible
or not. I intend, in laying this compensatory duty, to make. it
4 or 3 times the weight, not of the cloth, but of the wool con-
tained in the cloth.

The idea got into my head that if you were compensating
these manufacturers on account of not having free wool, you
were carrying it a little too far when you gave them a compen-
sation based upon the theory that the cloth was entirely made
of wool, when, in point of fact, it is only half made of wool,
and very often even a less proportion than that was in it. So
I intend to push along these little amendments making this com-
pensatory duty, intended to reimburse the manufacturer on ac-
count of the loss that he sustains by reason of the wool duty.
I intend to make that compensatory assessment applicable to
the wool contents of the cloth and not to the weight of the
cloth.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President & -

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Yowa
yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. DOLLIVER. I do.

AMr. SMOOT. Mr. President, again I call the attention of the
Senator from Iowa to the fact that it is absolutely impossible
to say how much pure wool is in a piece of goods, or how much
woolen noils, or how much slubbing waste, or how much ring
waste, or how much roving waste it contains. It is true that
we can tell how much cotton there may be in a piece of goods,
but no one ever lived who could tell how much woolen waste is
mixed with the pure wool in a piece of goods.

Mr. DOLLIVER. My, President, my friend understood me to
very poor purpose if he suspected me of trying to separate, in
the weighing of the wool in a plece of cloth, the pure wool from
those wools which differ chemieally from the pure wool only in
the fact that they have had a longer experience in a cold world.

Mr. SMOOT. Then, Mr. President, I want to call the atten-
tion of the Senator to the fact that this amendment would
be absoluely unfair, for the very people who are in England
to-day manufacturing cheap woolen goods, which contain from
80 to 85 and 90 per cent of wool waste, would come in here and
have to pay, perhaps, or should pay, the full amount, because
you can not tell the difference. 3

Mr. DOLLIVER. Exactly.

Mr. SMOOT. But if the honest manufacturer in that coun-
try would put in 10 per cent of the very best cotton in the
world, he is to be penalized because he has done so.

Mr. DOLLIVER. No; he is only deprived of the compensa-
tion based on the idea that that cotton is wool.

Mr., SMOOT. Yes; but there is cotton that is worth a great
deal more than the mungo which is contained in that piece of
goods, and that is not penalized. But the man who would, per-
haps, get in here 10 per cent of cotton is

Mr. DOLLIVER. We do not put a duty on cotton, you know.

Mr, SMOOT. I am not speaking of the duty on cotton, for

" R e s A s N e R E R O M Nt VRIS L e e i




2962

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

JUNE 8,

the cotton would be in the woolen goods then. It is to be taken
out, according to the argument——

Mr. DOLLIVER. ILet me show my friend from Utah how
beautifully and how automatically my scheme works., He is
gnxio;l‘? to keep out these low, cheap, vile, worthless cloths, is

e no

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; but the programme which the Senator
offers is not going to keep that vile, low stuff out, for they can
not tell how much there is of it by testing. If they attempt to
eat wastes out with acids, it all goes out.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Do we not keep them out now?

Mr. SMOOT. We keep them out now by having a duty so
high that they can not come in.

AMr. DOLLIVER. We have the duty so high because it is a
fixed assessment upon the weight of the cloth. I propose to fix
the nssessment upon the weight of the wool as found in the
cloth; but these cheap shoddy goods are all wool in the cloth,
and nothing else. They would report upon analysis that the
wool content of the cloth is all there. Therefore on these cheap
shoddy goods, which we are so anxious to keep out and which
we are now keeping out, my scheme would operate automatically
to still keep them out, and at the same time take away from
people, who arce sending here goods upon which they get a
compensation on account of the presence of wool in them which
is not there, that unnecessary compensatory which is sup-
posed to reimburse them, but which, in fact, really subsidizes
them and enables them to gather newspaper facilities and put
forward my friend from Wyoming and other good people to
fight their battles before the bar of public opinion with the
people of the United States.

I propose that the goods coming into the United States in
which wool does not appear, except in small guantities, in
which there are materials other than wool, I propose to take
away from them this bogns compensation, which they now have,
by which the weight of the cloth is weighed up as if it con-
tained 4 pounds of clothing wool of the first class in its texture
and its make-up.

Mr. SMOOT. The S8enator does not mean to intimate that an

" English manufacturer or a German manufacturer, if he was
going to adulterate his goods, and if perchance there was cotton
in them and it would not be counted in the value of the goods,
he would still put cotton in them? No; of course he would not.
He would put in them wool extracts and the lowest grade waste
and mungo; and no one could tell it.

Mr. DOLLIVER. If that is true, you have got four or five
hundred per cent of this mungo waste, flocks, and other wool
waste.

Mr. SMOOT. And, Mr. President, I wish, therefore, that much
more to keep it out of this country.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, it seems to me that there
appears to be a sort of practical contention between the duty
on this wool waste and the statement just made by the Senator
from Utah, that these goods are so cheap that it does not pay
to adulterate them with cotton.

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa
yield to the Senator from Wyoming?

Mr. DOLLIVER. I do.

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, the Senator, I presume,
knows—of course he must know—that since a tariff on wools
was first established, more than a cenfury ago, in all the
tariff bills there is not a single exception, save one, which does
not put a tariff on a fabric of which wool forms any part, and
that one, away back in the early part of the nineteenth century,
put it upon that of which wool was the chief factor; but
every other law, inclnding the Wilson-Gorman law, has been in
almost the same identical language and has put a duty on
fabrics, whether containing a large or small quantity of wool.
Perhaps they have all been wrong; perhaps for one hundred
and twenty years we have been wrong; perhaps the Senator is
right; but I think he will see that it takes a little longer gen-
erally and a little more time—I will not say any more per-
suasive argument than that furnished us by the Senator—to
bring about a great reform, when all parties on both sides have
said all the way along for one hundred and twenty years that
a tariff should apply to a fabric of which wool composed any

rt.

paMr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I do not now intend to go
any more particularly into the amendment which I intend to
offer to the woolen-cloth paragraph or schedule, but I hasten to
state another thing that I intend to do, unless I am persuaded
by some unseen influence not to do it. I think these woolen
rates by reason of these calculations are so high that, whether
they are good, bad, or indifferent, they make the protective-
tariff system look ugly and malevolent in its relations to the
market place,

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a
question there?

Mr, DOLLIVER. Certainly.

Mr. WARREN. Theories, of course, may sound good or bad,
but it comes down to a simple, practical business proposition—
how much does the tariff add to a man’s suit of clothes or the
cloth from which it is made?

Mr. DOLLIVER. I think I have heard that argument. That
depends upon the suit of clothes.

Mr., WARREN, It is very small.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Yes,

Mr. WARREN. And you talk about this malevolent tariff
and this—

Mr. DOLLIVER. I did not say “ malevolent tariff;” I said
that a tariff so framed as to have a malevolent countenance,
although the purpose of it was benevolent and helpful and it
ought to present such an appearance to the community.

Mr. WARREN, The Senator, dressed as well as he is, prob-
ably has not 8 pounds of wool upon his person.

Mr. DOLLIVER. I am very thankful for that. [Laughter.]

Mr. WARREN. I thought so. If a possible $1.33 protective
tariff is too much to be levied upon a suit of clothes in order
that we may employ in this country, as we do, a million peo-
ple—families and all—in the raising of wool and hundreds of
thousands more in the manufacturing of wool, rather than im-
port all our cloths, then the Senator’s judgment and mine differ.

Speaking of cloth, the cloth in the suit of clothes which I
have on now cost a trifle over $4, and I submit that the cloth
is good enough to wear even in the august presence of this
Senate. I ask the Senator if I am not right.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. We will all testify to that.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Let it be said that the Senator does not
require a very elaborate suit of clothes to present an impressive
appearance in the Senate. [Laughter.]

Mr. WARREN. The amount of wool in the suit of clothes I
have on weighs less than 3 pounds. The cloth in it cost—and
it is the best kind I could get; it is all wool, and there is no
flock or mungo or waste in it—a little over $4. The making
of the suit was $30, and the findings used cost $12.50; so that
the suit of clothes as it hangs upon me now cost over $40, and
yet the cloth, for which I paid the regular mill price, cost but
a trifle over $§4. When you talk about a malevolent tariff and
talk about adding to the price for the workingman——

Mr. DOLLIVER. I hope my friend will not allow that to
go into the Recorp. I have not said anything about a “ malev-
olent tariff.”

Mr. WARREN. Perhaps I misunderstood the Senator; if so,
I withdraw it.

Mr. DOLLIVER. I was talking about a tariff that had some
disfizurement of its countenance.

Mr. WARREN. The Senator surely spoke of the enormity
of the tariff on wool and woolens. He will not withdraw that.

Mr. DOLLIVER. No; I really intend to illustrate it——

Mr. WARREN. I am illustrating it in my way, and I hope
the Senator will illustrate it in his. If the Senator will figure
out just how much the suffering consumer, who wears a suit
of clothes like the one to which I have referred, pays in order
to employ all the men along the line, from the time the raw
wool comes in here until the cloth is made into a garment, I
think he will find that the tariff on wool is a very small factor.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, my friend presents the illus-
tration to me exactly as I want it. He has got a good suit of
clothes; he has got his American cloth  cheap, everything
smooth, our people as well dressed as anybody, cloth as cheap
here as anywhere, the protective-tariff system is vindicated, and
I agree with him.

Therefore I want him to vote for an amendment which I am
going to offer, that in no paragraph of this bill referring to
cloth shall the aggregate assessment of duties amount to more
than 100 per cent. I am moved to propose that amendment
because I know that that is enough. When a man comes into
my office, as a poor fellow did who is manufacturing carriages
out in our country, with an armful of cloth that he had been
getting in England, shoddy and ordinary, cheap woolen cloth,
for lining the interior of a buggy such as country boys and
girls are accustomed to use on Sunday afternoon when the
climate is propitious, and proved to me that if he brought that
cloth in from England—they did not seem to be making that
kind of cloth here anywhere—that he was paying a duty of
200 per cent on it, paying not twice, but twice over, what the
valuation of the cloth was at the custom-house, it appeared to
me that such a rate was not necessary and that it simply gave
an ugly advertisement to our great protective-tariff system.
That is the reason I am appealing to Republicans everywhere
to make ready for the fight that is coming against the Repub-
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lican party and our tariff system by taking out of the measure
these unnecessary and extravagant rates of duty.

I hope I will have a good deal of cooperation here before I
am through in reducing some of these rates, not to the point of
exposing our industry to injury, but to the point when the or-
dinary man, with a good conscience, can stand up before the
community and defend our policy and vindicate the policy which
we have embodied in our laws.

Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator allow me?

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly.

Mr. WARREN (continuing). The lowering of the duty upon
shoddy, upon waste, and upon low-priced cloth has been tried.
The Senator probably knows the result. When they put wool
upon the free list they put shoddy and flocks and mungo and
all of those materials on a lower duty than had theretofore pre-
vailed. They followed exactly what the Senator proposes—to
put a lower price upon cloth. Let us look at the practical result.
Ag I said a moment ago, it is not a matter of theory about a
tariff; it is a matter of result.

The Senator knows, surely, for he has communed with his-
tory, that during that time this country was flooded with a lot
of cloth that for wearing purposes was hardly worth the paper
upon which the bill was written. That was the result of lower-
ing the tariff upon those cheap fabrics. For instance, take the
one article of shoddy. Before the Wilson-Gorman bill passed
we were importing an amount that had not equaled a million
pounds in four years or so, and, if I remember correctly, the
first year after that bill became a law we imported over 45,000,-
000 pounds of shoddy. That 45,000,000 pounds of shoddy dis-
placed from 100,000,000 to 135,000,000 pounds of American wool.
Cloths were made in this country from that shoddy and sold at
the mill price of 18 cents a yard, single width; and a man made
from the manufacture of that kind of cloth one of the largest
fortunes upon the ecapital invested that perhaps has ever been
made in the woolen manufacturing industry in so short a time.
Of course, when those cloths went on the backs of the con-
sumer they might last a few days, if the weather was fine; but
if the weather was bad he was naked in a very few days, unless
he had money enough left to go and buy an all-wool suit.

Mpr. President, I do not think it is a matter of lowering the
prices on low-priced goods if they are imitation or if they are
nonwearable goods. It seems to me that we have got to pro-
tect the workingman in his clothing, as to whether it shall wear
well or not, just as we ought to protect the returns for his
labor.

If I were going to lower the duty, I would lower it on the
pure wool. I would not lower the duty levied against this
half-wool and half-shoddy or all-shoddy stuff, and in that I have
the testimony of the correspondent from Minnesota which the
Senator quoted. He wished we would make it prohibitory—the
tariff on shoddy. We have all the rags and all the shoddy in
this country that we ought to consume. We ought to keep out
cheap cloths and counterfeit cloths, When I say “ cheap cloth-
ing” I do not mean cheap, dollar for dollar, for what it is
worth, but I mean cheaply constructed clothing, in which sub-
stitutes are used and upon which higher profits are made than
upon the finer broadcloths and worsteds.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President -

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa
yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. DOLLIVER. I do.

Mr. SMOOT. I wish the Senate now just to look at this one
proposition to see how ridiculous conditions would be here in
this counfry if the amendment of the Senator from Iowa, as
last proposed, were adopted. Supposing wool in England, or
in any part of this country, was 11 cents a pound in the grease,
and our duty here was 11 cents—and, by the way, the Senator
from Towa says that he is not going to disturb that—that
would be 100 per cent ad valorem duty. Where would there be
any duty for the manufacturing of that wool?

Mr. DOLLIVER. I do not intend to disturb the 50 per cent.
The duty of 100 per cent would be on the finished cloth, of
which the wool constitutes but about half the cost.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the whole proposition is that
we have to take into consideration not only the ad valorem duty
that is upon wool, but the duty that is put upon the manufac-
tured woolens. So that, if woolens in the markets of the world
were 11 cents a pound and our duty upon grease wools was 11
cents, there is 100 per cent ad valorem duty, and nothing left
to protect the manufacturing interests in this country in taking
the wool and putting it into eloth. What would be the result?
The result would be that every woolen manufacturing institu-
tion would have to cease. I would ask the Senator from Iowa
if that is not the case?

Mr. DOLLIVER. I wonld ask the Senator from Utah when
it was that woolens were 11 cents?

Mr. SMOOT. In foreign lands. Oh, many times, Mr. Presi-
dent.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Then, what is the present duty on the
woolens that come from abroad here?

Mr. SMOOT. The price on unwashed wools was 11 centis;
on second class—— ’

Mr. DOLLIVER. What is the equivalent duty ad valorem?

Mr. SMOOT. Second class, 12 cents a pound——

Mr. DOLLIVER. What is the equivalent ad valorem?

Mr. SMOOT. Mr, President, that may be in one year a cer-
tain amount and in another year it may be another amount.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Has it ever risen far above 50 per cent?

Mr. SMOOT. Sometimes, Mr. President, it has been. It
would have been in 1895, when we sold wool in our State for 4
and 5 cenis a pound. I bought for the mill there nearly 1,000,-
000 pounds of wool, and it did not average over 5% cents. If a
condition like that should arise, where would our manufae-
turers be? Of course upon its face it looks as if the proposition
that no duty should be over 100 per cent is a fair one; but sup-
pose a condition should arise, as it did then, where would our
manufacturers be? They would be absolutely stranded.

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, will the Senator indulge me
a moment?

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly.

Mr, WARREN. In extending the remarks that I made about
the cheap clothing, I want to make this obsgervation: It takes
about the same labor to make a suit of clothing of very cheap
goods that it takes to make a good suit; but, Mr. President,
the poor suit of clothes made from shoddy, and so forth, may
not give one-tenth of the wear that a good article gives.

I have here some samples of cloth, The mill price is on
each one of them, They are about as handsome worsteds as youn
would care to see. They run from less than $1 to $1.12% a yard.
They are all wool; they are 56 inches wide; and it takes a
little over 3 yards to make a single suit. If you buy a whole
plece and take it to a tailor, it takes just about 3 yards to
each suit if it is made up into ready-made clothing.

Mr. GALLINGER. Are they American cloths?

Mr. WARREN. These are American cloths. When you have
got worsteds, about the best that are made and double-width, of
which it takes 3 or 34 yards to make a suit of clothes, a suit of
clothes made from it will last a couple of seasons, perhaps. Is
it to the interest of the poor man, we will say, to make up a
fabrie that will cost him a dollar or two less for the cloth, when
its making costs the same? Will it pay to reduce the tariff
upon the cheaper material, upon the substitutes, no matter what
the percentage is? I am not afraid of putting 100 per cent upon
something that is not desirable, upon something as to which we
would have the thanks of every consumer if we should shut it
out entirely.

Why talk about reducing the cost of cloth by reducing the
tariff upon cheap articles, when cloth like this can be bought
for a little over a dollar a yard? It only takes to-day about
3 yvards to make up a suit. What is the use of bringing in a
lot of cloth that may only be one-fifth wool and the balance
cotton or shoddy or, for that matter, any other substitute?
We are already protecting the workingman in this country .
who is making the cloth, and we are also protecting his back
and body by so providing that, instead of being swindled with a
lot of cheap cloth, which dissolves when he goes out in the
rain, he may have a first-class fabric costing a little over $3
for cloth enough for a first-class suit of clothes.

During Mr. DoLLIVER'S speech,

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me to send to the
desk some amendments which I desire to offer to the bill, in
order that they may be printed?

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly.

Mr. BACON. I ask to have printed as one document the
series of amendments, and also that they may be printed in the
Recorp without being read.

There being no objection, the amendments were ordered to
be printed as a document, and to be printed in the REcorp, as
follows:

Amendments intended to be proposed by Mr. Bacon to the bill (H. R.
1438) to provide revenue, equalize duties, and encourage the industries
of the United States, and for other purposes, relating to the provisions
of said bill prescribing duties upon wools and hair, as follows:

Amend by striking out all of said bill from paragraph 356 to para-
graph 872, inclusive, and Insert in lieu thereof the following:

“The duty upon all wools, hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and other
like animals, and upon shoddy, noils, wool extract, woolen rags, mungo

and flocks, yarn waste, thread waste, and all other waste composed
wholly or in part of wool shall be 30 per cent ad valorem,”
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Amend further by striking out paragraph 373, which is as follows:

“373. On yarns made wholly or in part of wool, valued at not more
than 30 cents per pound, the duty pound shall be two and one-half
times the duty im bﬁthlase: n on 1 pound of unwashed weool of
the first class, and in addition thereto 25 per cent ad valorem : valued
at more than 30 cents per pound, the duty &e)r pound shall be three and
one-half times the duty i this section on 1 pound of unwashed
wool of the first class, and in tion thereto, upon all the foregoing,
:g pe}- eent) ad valorem.” (In equivalent, maximum 143.02 per cent

valorem.

And insert In lieu thereof the following:

i' 473. On yarns made wholly or in part of wool, 40 per cent ad
valorem."

i}nhmd further by siriking out paragraph 874, on page 130, which is
as follows :

* 374. On cloths, knit fabrics, and all manufactures of every descri
tion made wholly or in part of wooionot specially provided for in th
section, valued at not more than cents pe{hﬁou‘n&;m;he duty per

56

pound shall be three times the duty imposed by on a pound
of unwashed wool of the first class; valued at above 40 cen“i]::afuer pound
and not above 70 cents per pound, the duty per pound 1 be four

times the duty imposed by this section on 1 pound of unwashed wool
of the first class, and in addition thereto, upon all the foregoing, 50
per cent ad valorem ; valued at over 70 eents per pound, the duty per
pound shall be four times the duty imposed by this section on 1 Jpound
of unwashed wool of the first class and 55 per cent ad valorem.” (In
equivalent, maximum 141 per cent ad valorem.)

And insert the following in lieu thereof :

* 374. On knit fabries, and all fabrics made on knitting machines or
frames, not including wearing apparel, and on shawls made wholly or
in part of wool, worsted, the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other
animals, valued at not exceeding 40 cents per pound, per cent ad
nloremi valued at more than 40 cents per pound, 40 per cent ad
valorem.”

Amend further by striking out paragraph 375, on page 130, which is
as follows:

“ 375. On blankets, and flannels for underwear composed wholly or
in part of wool, valued at not more than 40 cents per Eoun.d. the dut
per pound shall be the same as the duty imposed by this section on
pounds of unwashed wool of the first class, and in addition thereto 30
per cent ad valorem; valued at more than 40 cents and not mere than
530 cents per pound, the duty per pound shall be three times the duty
imposed b section on 1 pound of unwashed wool of the first elass,
and in addition thereto 35 per cent ad valorem. On blankets com d
wholly or in part of wool, valued at more than 50 cents per pound, the
duty per pound shall be three times the duty tmgoaed by this section on
1 pound of nnwashed wool of the first class, and in addition thereto 40

ad valorem. Flannels

per cent com wholly or in part of wool,
valued at above 50 cents per nd, shall be eclassified and the
same duty as women's and children's dress goods, coat linings, Italian

cloths, and goods of similar character and description provided by this
section : Provided, That on blankets over 3 yards In length the same
duties shall be paid as on cloths.” (In equivalent, maximum 165.42
per cent ad valorem.)

And insert the following in lien thereof :

“375. On blankets, hats of weol, flannels for underwear, and felts
for printing machines, composed wholly or in part of wool, the hair of
the camel, goat, alpaca, or other animals, valued at not more than 30
cents per pound, 25 per cent ad valorem; valued at more than 80 and
not more than 40 cents per pound, 30 per cent ad valorem; valued at
more than 40 cents per 35 per cent ad valorem : Pravided, That
en blankets over 3 yards in length the same duties shall be paid as on
woolen and worsted cloths.”

Amend further by strtklnﬁiout paragraph 376, on page 131, and para-
gr?,‘ph 377, on page 132, which are as follows:

376. On women’s and children’s dress goods, coat linings, Italian
cloths, and goods of similar description and character of whieh the
warp consists wholly of cotton or other vegetable material, with the re-
mainder of the fabric composed wholly or in part of wool, valued at not
exceeding 15 cents per square yard, the duty shall be 7 cents per square
gnrd: valued at more than 15 cents per square yard, the duty shall be

cents per square yard; and in addition thereto on all the foregoin
valued at not above 70 cents per pound, 50 per eent ad valorem : valueg
above 70 cents per pound, 55 per cent ad valorem.” (In equivalent,
maximum 115.53 per cent ad valorem.) 1

“377. On women's and children’s dress %uuds. coat linings, Italian
cloths, bunting, and goods of similar description or character composed
wholly or in part of wool, and not speclnlrlg provided for in this section,
the duty shall be 11 cents per square yard ; and in addition thereto on
all the foregoing valued at not above T0 cents pound, 50 per cent
ad valorem ; valued above T0 cents per nd, 65 per cent ad valorem :
Provided, That on all the foregatng,l Wi htng over 4 ounces per square
yard, the duty shall be the same as imposed mr this scheduole on cloths.”
(In equivalent, maximum 118 per cent ad orent.)

:M(l) insert Eh"" fglloﬂ{gg iP ldien thereof : .

*On women’s and c] ren’'s dress goods, coat linings, Italian cloths,
bunting, or goods of similar description or character, and on all mann-
factures composed wholly or in rt of wool, worsted, the hair of the
camel, goat. alpaca, or other animals, valued at not over 50 cents per

und, 35 per cent ad valorem ; valued at more than 50 cents per pound,

0 per cent ad valorem.

Amend further by striking out paragraph 378, on page 132, which is
as follows :

“ 378. On eclothing, ready-made, and articles of wearing apparel of
every description, wool hats, shawls whether knitted or woven, and
knitted articles of every description made up or manufactured wholly
or in part, felts not woven, and not specially provided for in this section,
composed wholly or in part of wool, the duty per pound shall be four
times the duty imposed by this section on 1 pound of unwashed wool

of the first class, and In addition thereto 60 per cent ad valorem.” (In
equivalent, maximum 95.98 per cent ad valorem.)

And insert the tollowiu;& in lieu thereof :

* 378. On clothing, ready-made, and articles of wearing apparel of

every description, made up or manufactured wholliy or in part, not
sgec ally provided for in this aet, felts not speclally provided for in
this aet, all the foregoing composed wholly or in part of wool, worsted,
the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other animals, valued at above
$1.50 per pound, 50 per cent ad valorem ; valued at less than $1.50 per
pound, 35 per cent ad valorem. On cloaks, dolmans, jackets, talmas,
unlsters, or other outside garments for ladies’ and children’s apjmrel. and
goods of similar deseription or used for like p’urﬁloses. and on knit
wearing apparel, composed wholly or in part of wool, worsted, the hair
of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other animals, made up or manufactured
wholly or in part, 40 per cent ad valorem.”

muymmwtmnammpmnz. which fs

Amend
u“fg%;““;ehbm rin de: b bandin,

. » S0rings, suspenders, braces, g3, beltin bind-
ings, braids, mﬁnﬁ!omu. ed% insertings, flouncings, l'ringesfs'g‘lm .
cords, cords tassels, ribbc ornaments, laces, trimmings, and artl:?:s
made wholly or in part of lace, embroideries and all articles embroid-
ered by hand or machinery, head nets, nettings, buttons, or barrel but-
tons, er buttons of other gxmu for tassels or ernaments, and manufae-
tures of wool ornamented with beads or gles of whatever material
composed, any of the foregoing made of wool or of which wool is a com-
ponent material, whether contai india rubber or not, 50 cents per
pound and 60 per cent ad valorem.” (In equivalent, maximum 80.83 per
cent ad valorem.)

And insert the followlng in lieu thereof :

“379. On webbings, gorings, suspenders, braces, beltin bindin
bralds, galloons, rriisges. glmps, eords, cords and tassels, dress trfg'-
mings, laces, embroideries, head nets, nettings and veilings, buttons or

barrel buttons, or buttons of other forms for tassels or ormaments, an
of the foregoing which are elastic or nonelastie, made of wool, wors:
the hair the camel, goat, alpaca, or other an}mnls, or of which wool,
worsted, the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other animals is a
component material, 45 per cent valorem."”

Amend further by s ng out paragraph 380, on page 133, which Is

as follows:
and chenille carpets, fignred

‘“ 380. Aubusson, Axminster, mo?uett
or plain, and all carpets or carpetin like character or description,
60 cents per square yard and In addition thereto 40 per cent ad va-
lorem.” (In equivalent, 66.34 per cent ad valorem.)

And insert the following In lleu thereof :

“* 280, Aub Axminster, moquette, and chenille carpets, figured
or plain, carpets woven whole for rooms, and all carpets or carpeting
of er character or deseription, 40 per cent ad valorem.”

Amend further by g out paragraph 381, on page 133, which

is as follows:
ts, fignred or plain,

“381. Sun:iny. Wilton, and Tournay velvet

and all earpets or carpeting of like character or description, 60 cents
per square yard and in addition therete 40 per eent ad valorem.” (In
equivalent, T2.67 ¥er cent ad valorem.)

And insert the following in lien thereof:

% 381. SBaxony, Wilton, and Tournay velvet ca , figured or Bla!.n.
and all carpets or carpeting of like character or deseription, 40 per

cent ad valorem.”

Am?nd further by striking out paragraph 382, on page 133, which 1s
as follows :

“ 382, Brussels au;]:en. ﬂﬁgred or plain, and all earpets or carpetin
of like character or deserip 44 cents ﬁr square yard and in a
tion thereto 40 per cent ad valorem.” (In equivalent, 75.81 per cent
ad valorem.)

And insert the following in lieu thereof :

‘382, Brussels carpets, figured or plain, and all carpets or carpet-
ing of like character or description, 40 per cent ad valorem.”

Amend further by striking out paragraph 383, on page 133, which fs

as follows: .

“ 383, Velvet and t:mrry velvet carpets, figured or plain, printed
on the warp or other and all carpets or canrgeting of like charac-
ter or description, 40 cents per square rd a in addition thereto
40 per cent ad valorem.” (In equivalent, per cent ad valorem.)

And insert the following in lien thereef:

“ 383, Velvet and tapestry velvet carpets, figured or glain. printed
on the warp or otherwise, and all carpets or carpeting of like charae-
ter or description, 40 per cent ad valorem.”

Afmﬁnd further by striking out paragraph 384, on page 183, which ia
a8 IoUOWS @

“ 384, Tapmr{i Brussels carpets, figured or ﬁln. and all carpets

or carpeting of like character or descrign pr on the warp or
otherwise, cents per s?uare yard and addition thereto 40 per cemt
ad valorem.” (In equivalent, 60.73 per cent ad valorem.)

B SSe. Waestr s Frils, et ur pit: wall alk eavpats or carpes
. Tapestry Brussels or , and a or ca -
ing of like charaecter or dese ptiom, prgnted on the warp or otherwise,
40 per cent ad valorem.”

Amend further by striking out paragraph 385, on page 134, which is

as follows :

‘* 385. Treble ingrain, three-ply, and all chain Venetian ecarpets, 22
cents per square yard and in ad.gitlon thereto 40 per cent ad valorem.”™
(In equivalent, .72 per cent ad valorem.)

And insert the following in lleu thereof :
L e ingrain, three-ply, and all chain Venetian ecarpets, 30
per cent ad valorem.”

Afmﬁnd further by striking out paragraph 386, on page 134, which is
as follows :

“ 388. Wool Duteh and two-sl: ingrain earpets, 18 cents per square
gard and In addition thereto 40 per cent ad valorem.” (In equivalent,

8.63 per cent ad valorem.)

And Insert the following in lieu thereof :

;' 386."“’001 Duteh and two-ply ingrain carpets, 30 per cent ad
valorem.

Amend further by striking out paragraph 387, on page 134, which is
as follows:

‘“ 387. Carpets of every deseription, woven whole for rooms, and
oriental, Berlin, Aubusson, Axminster, and similar rugs, 10 cents per
square foot and 40 per cent ad valorem: Provided, That in the meas-
urement of all mats, rugs, carpets, and similar articles, of whatever
material comp , the selvage, if any, shall be included."” (In equiv-
alent, 60.01 per cent ad valorem.)

And insert the following in Heu thereof:

“ 387. Carpets of every description woven whole for rooms, and ori-
ental, Berlin, and other similar rugs, 40 per cent ad valorem.”

Amend further by striking out paragraph 388, on page 134, which is
as follows :

*“ 388. Druggets and bockings, printed, colored, or otherwise, 22 cents
per square yard and in addition thereto 40 per eent ad valorem.” (In
equivalent, 70.86 per cent ad valorem.)

And insert the following in lieu thereof :

“ 388. Druggets and bockings, printed, colored, or otherwise, felt
carpeting, figured or plain, 30 per cent ad wvalorem."

Amend further by striking out paragraph 389, on page 134, which is
as follows :

“ 389, Carpets and carpeting of wool, flax, or cotton, or composed in
part of any of them, not specially provided for in this section, and mats,
matting, and rugs of cotton, 50 per cent ad valorem.”

An insert the following in lien thereof :

“ 380, Carpets and carpeting, of wool, flax, or cotton, composed in
part of either, mot specially provided for in this act, 30 per cent ad
valorem.”
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After the conclusion of Mr., DoOLLIVER's speech,

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr, President, I do not know that I can
add very much to the technical discussion affecting the manu-
facture of woolen goods, but there is a practical side to this
question affecting the people that constitute a very considerable
percentage of the consumers of this country as well as producers
that should not be lost sight of. We are apt to lose the con-
sideration of that question in the consideration of these mysteri-
ous figures affecting the classification of imports and the duties
upon them.

Of course the value of our home product depends upon the
guantity and the condition of the importations of wool. If the
people can obtain all the wool they want from abroad upon
better terms than they can obtain it at home, they will largely
buy the foreign produet; and the purpose of a protfective tariff
is to regumlate the conditions under which foreign wool may
come into this country, so that there will be a greater burden
upon the foreign wool and its products than upon the domestie
wool. That is the spirit of the legislation now under considera-
tion.

Largely we must appeal first to the labor item. I find, from
a reference to the report of the committee of the Senate, that
there are $1385,069,063 of wages involved in this controversy.
Those are the figures given us by the committee, and they are
no doubt correct. That sum of money represents more than
the value of all the land, with the buildings and improvements
upon it, in about 17 States. There are 17 States in this Union
whose total valuation of lands and improvements falls below
the wages item in this schedule. I state that in order that we
may carry in our minds all along some comparison upen which
to determine the eguities of this question.

There is not an enterprise in this country in which the wage
item enters more largely than into the guestion of the woolen
schedule. The largest item in the woolen schedule is men's
clothing, That, of course, includes the cloths to which the Sena-
tor from Wyoming referred, but that item includes the wages
of the people who convert the wool into clothing. That is about
one-third of the wage item.

A brief comparison of the figures will throw some light npon
this question as it affects the men who produce the wool. At
the time of the enactment of the Dingley bill it cost $1,479 to
produce in bale the wool of 1,200 sheep. To-day it costs 32,840
to do the same thing. There is a difference in wages to the
men producing that item of $1,365 between free wool and the
Dingley Act.

That item is denominated as a flock. Sheep raisers divide
their sheep into flocks for convenience of care and protection.
So it will be seen that the increase is practically 100 per cent
of the cost of raising a flock of sheep and producing the wool
to-day, as against the cost at the time of the enactment of the
Dingley bill. Why? Because men at that time were working
for less wages; were compelled to submit to less profit. And
these are the items: In 1897, 1 herder, at $35 per month, $420
for the year; 1 camp tender, at $25 a month, $300 per year;
board for the two, $25 a month, $300 a year; shearing, at 7
cents each, $119; feeding hay, at 20 cents each, $340. That
makes up the total of $1,479 for taking care of and taking the
wool from a flock of sheep.

Compare those wages, and you will have a very fair idea of
the differing conditions under free trade and a protective tariff,
The man who received $35 a month in 1897 now receives $50
a month. The man who,received $25 a month as camp tender
now receives $40 a month. The man who boarded them for
$25 a month under free trade now gets $50 per month. We
now pay to the Government a grazing fee of 7 cents upon each
of these sheep, and that is whether they are on forest reserves
or on any other government land. The shearing which in 1897
cost T cents to-day costs 10 cents; that is, the men get 3 cents
apiece more now for shearing the sheep than they did then.
The hay in 1897 cost 20 cents for each sheep and to-day it
costs 50 cents.

There is a statement, a business statement of acecount between
free trade and the existing condition. I have that from the
man who engaged the herder, raised the sheep, and paid for
their care. It is not dependent upon any official statistics. It
is the actnal charge, and I think it is one of the most enlight-
ening and important items from the standpoint of the raiser
of sheep that ean be produced.

Let us apply that; that is, for a flock of a limited number of
sheep, Of course, the figures carried forward would demon-
strate the difference in cost as applied to the entire sheep in-
dustry. I will take my own State as a text, because what is
true there is true elsewhere. We are the third largest wool-
producing State in the United States—Idaho. We have close to
5,000,000 sheep in the State, and they carry fleeces close to

- industry grow again.

25,000,000 pounds. Of course, the department says that the
average fleece in Idaho is 7 pounds. That is the average fleece
that is sheared by the large sheep owners, but there are a very
large number of sheep in the State which do not produce T
pounds. I take them into consideration when I state the
product.

I saw wo00l—2,000,000 pounds of it—in October, 1896, piled
up in the warehouses and on the railroad platforms that could
find no market. The freight to Boston—the wool market of
this country at that time—was abount 6 cents a pound, and the
price of wool in Boston was about 6 cents a pound. So the
wool stayed there, and this followed: The millions of sheep
that had been running upon the grazing fields of Idaho neces-
sarily disappeared. Men sold them; men gave them away. I
saw a flock of 1,000 sheep, for which a man paid 10 cents apiece,
being driven into Montana, in the hope of finding some pasture
for them. I saw the flocks of Idaho disappear, practically, and
that condition continued until the Dingley bill gave us a pro-
tective tariff upon the product of the sheep; and then I saw the
Many of the men who had been formerly
engaged in that business had gone into bankruptcy and had gone
out into other fields of business occupation. Practically a new
set of men came into the field to build up the sheep industry.

Now, sheep can not be produced in a day. They must grow,
and necessarily they had to wait until they could regrow these
flocks. The result was that wool went from 6 cents to 13 and
14 cents a pound in Idaho, and it has gone up as high as 20
and 21 and 22. It is worth about 18 to 20 cents there now
becanse of the protective-tariff policy under the Dingley Act and
for no other reason. You remove that duiy or you tamper with
it and you immediately hold a threat over that great industry
which will result in men pulling in, so to speak, in this enter-
prise; and if you reduce the duties so as to reduce the profits
upon sheep raising, they will go out of business. What will
take its place? These great stretches of pasture lands will be
idle. They will be nonproductive, because, as a rule, there are
not other men to step in, even though the conditions were favor-
able to other classes of business, and take the places of the
men who go out. We would lose that income.

In addition to the value of the wool, which is an annual
product, there is the value of the sheep. I should say the sheep
will average $4 a head in Idaho; and we have 3,000,000 of
the class of sheep which would be worth §4 a head. There is

000,000 of property belonging to the sheep raisers in Idaho
which would pass out of existence, which would go into the
market at a depreciated price, if they could find a market at
all. In 1896 they could find no market for them, so that the;
were disseminated throughout the fields of bankruptcy an
low prices, and we had nothing to take their place.

That is the business situation. And can you wonder that we
are here to oppose a reduction, or anything that may amount to
a reduction, of the duty to be placed upon the product of our
competitors? We compete within our own country, in the mar-
kets of the people, in the sale of these products. Are we to be
brought into competition now, not with our own people, because
the rule of destruction will apply to the entire product wherever
it is in this country, but with the producers of other countries?

As I suggested once before, are we, because evils exist in
our country, now fo call in the Hessians to punish the people
and compel them to submit to these conditions of depreciated
value and trade? That is the spirit which appeals to me in this
matter, and I do not feel that this question should be left to
rest upon a discussion of the techmnical principles of trade in
the custom-house. I do not intend to speak of the trade in the
custom-house. I intend to speak of the trade on the plains—
the conditions of those people. Any industry that contributes
fifteen or twenty million dollars every year to a part of the
people of this country is entitled to receive our consideration in
legislating on that subject.

I am not content to risk the experiment whether or not some
new theory might work as well. This great industry has been
builded up and maintained under the existing condition, with
which we are content, and we protest against any change in it.
1f conditions were unsatisfactory, if clothing was beyond the
reach of the poor or the rich, if evils had grown up out of
this industry, there might be some reason for reaching out
and grasping new theories and for experimenting with new
methods of government. But when it is admitted that the
prices are reasonable, and further demonstrated that the people
have money to pay the prices, which is the most important of
all, why tamper with it? Why propose any change either of the
method or of the basic value?

The Senator from Towa [Mr. DorrLivEr] says he has another
theory that is just as good. I have met these just-as-good men
all along the road in my life. They are the unsuccessful peo-
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ple, the people who always think they have something better
than that which you have and are trying to tempt you to sub-
stitute their wares for yours, That is not a safe basis for
government or a safe basis on which to enact a tariff law.

Mr. President, up well into my years of life the majority
of this product was east of the Mississippi River. In 1877 only
25 per cent of the wool of this country was produced west of the
Mississippi River. To-day 78 per cent of it is produced west of
the Mississippi River. The interest, the selfish interest—and I
charge it against no man personally—has shifted. To-day there
is less interest in the East in protecting the product of the
flocks of sheep than there was thirty years ago. To-day it is a
western industry.

Mr. President, under the free-trade policy and practice of the
Democratic party the importations of wool from foreign coun-
tries almost doubled—some years more than doubled—and the
exportations of wool fell off proportionately. That meant that
we were sending our money abroad to get clothes, the product
of wool. If we had it, we were sending it abroad to buy the
products of other nations.

Immediately upon the enactment of the Dingley bill and the
restoration of a duty upon wool the tables turned and we began
to produce wool in this country, and the importations decreased,
notwithstanding that our necessities were enhanced by our
prosperity and the balance of trade has been in our favor
on this product ever since, to the extent of a great many million
dollars.

There has been $900,000,000 of wool produced in this country
since the Dingley bill was enacted, which would not have been
produced under the free-trade Wilson-Gorman bill. I take
that from the figures showing the exports and the imports and
the production and the use of this article. Those figures repre-
sent good government in the interest of the people.

I care not for the prosperity of the woolgrowers of other
countries. We have no responsibility for them. Our first duty
lies toward our own people, and the enactment of laws should be
in the inierest of our own people, regardless of the effect upon
other nations. The presumption is that the other nations could
exist without us, and I know we can exist without them, in so
far as the necessities of life are concerned.

It occurred to me, when I heard Senators speaking for an
income tax, that we might reach one phase of that question here
by placing duties upon the things used as luxuries by those
from whom the income tax would be collected. You can raise
revenue enough, by placing the tariff high enough upon the lux-
uries of life that would be used by the class of people who would
pay an income tax, to make it unnecessary to resort to an in-
come iax.

This talk of being under obligations to revise the tariff down-
ward came from somewhere; I do not know from where; from
some political, I was going to say swamp, like a miasma. No
man dared to mention it in the national platform. It was a con-
cession, a sop, thrown by those lacking in confidence to the
voters whose support they thought they had to have. Four
years ago, with similar conditions, without any such pretense,
we cast the largest majority for the leader of the Republican
party that had ever been cast. Have conditions changed so in
four years that we must add some promise? There is nothing
in the platform of the Republican party which requires us,
as suggested by the Senator from Iowa, to make any concession,
because some one or many may have promised a revision
downward. They seem to think that the Republican party
never had a platform until the last Chicago convention.

The platform of the Republican party includes every declara-
tion which has Dbeen made since its organization, and the
declarations of 1860 and 1864, and in every other campaign,
are still a part of it.

The man who denies it had better review and revise his
Republicanism. There is not a plank in its history, in any
campaign, that any Republican would to-day strike out. If
we do not repeat them all every time, it is because we have
written them into the laws of the country, for which the Re-
publican party stands, and it is no longer necessary to repeat
them. But they have not been dropped out. We post our
ledger every four years and include conditions that have arisen
as a basis of a declaration to the people, but we do not unwrite
the words of the Republican platforms of the past.

We have heard Senatfors reading from speeches—the speeches
of candidates, the speeches of men who spoke on behalf of the
Republican party—to prove that the Republican party has
changed its doctrine. None of them whose remarks are entitled
to our consideration ever dreamed that such a use would be
made of the expressions they gave forth. There was a party
in the last campaign that had a platform which was in con-
formity with the declarations and the demands of some Sen-

ators. But the people repudiated it. They did not elect any-
body who stood upon that platform, which declared in favor
of a reduction of the tariff.

The Senator from Iowa stated correctly to-day the meaning
of the word “revision” or “revise.” It was merely a promise
to the people that we would look again at the tariff laws of
the country. Look again, for what purpose? That we might
inspect, as a man inspects the home in which he lives or his
business system, to see whether or not there is need of repairs.
When the people gave their sanction at the polls to the Repub-
lican party and continued it in power, it was a declaration that
the conditions then existing were satisfactory to the people,
and the mere promise that we look was unnecessary, because
the Republican party is always looking to the wisdom and the
effect of its action.

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Idaho
yield to the Senator from Minnesota?

Mr, HEYBURN. Yes.

Mr. NELSON. The Senator will concede that the Republican
platform at Chicago did preseribe a revision of the tariff, and
did provide for it. Now, what was the purpose of that? What
was the purpose of putting any plank about the revision of th:
tariff in the platform? What was it for? :

Mr. HEYBURN. Because there was an inquiry abroad in
the land as to whether or not the tariff rested upon a sound
basis.

Mr. NELSON. Was that all?

Mr. HEYBURN. That was all there was in the Republican
convention. Outside of the Republican conveéntion, and outside
of the Republican party, there was denunciation snd a demand
for a transfer of power to another party, but within the IRe-
publican party mo one on the day of that convention would
have dared to confess inadequacy on the part of the Republican
party in the management of the affairs of this conutry.

Mr, NELSON. What was the purpose of revision contem-
plated in the platform? What was the revision that the plat-
form had in view?

Mr. HEYBURN. The purpose I have already stated. The
insertion of that plank was an assurance to those who were in
doubt, and in doubt because of their want of knowledge. It
was an assurance that the Republican party would see to it.

Mr. NELSON. Then, as I understand the Senator, the only
object was as to those who began to doubt whether some
features of the protective tariff were too high, and it was
simply a declaration in the platform to give us an opportunity
to convert them to the efficacy of the tariff.

Mr. HEYBURN. No: it was a reply to their expression of
uncertainty that the great Republican party would look into
the matter. It was equivalent to a declaration that when they
inspected that foundation of the Republican party if they
found it sound they would stand by it, and if they found the
conditions had changed and made it wise to reform some
schedules in certain ways they would raise them or lower them.
It was also an assurance that if there were any products that
needed greater protection they would advance the duties.

Mr. NELSON. If the statement of the Senator from Idaho
is correct, and all the object of the revision was to assure the
people that the existing tariff was correct, why are we here
to pass a tariff bill? What is the purpose of it? Ought we
not to adhere to the Dingley law?

Mr. HEYBURN. I will refer the inquiry to the Senator from
Minnesota as to why we are here. We are not here because
the Republican party had proven incompetent to manage the
affairs of this Government. We are not here because we did
not have prosperity under Republican rule. We are not here
becanse we intended to repudiate the lifelong principles of the
Republican party. We are not here for any of those reasons.

Mr. NELSON. The Senator misconstrues me. When I used
the expression “ What are we here for?"” I meant why are we
here pretending to revise the tariff.

Mr. HEYBURN. We are here looking it over. We are here
inspecting the great building occupied by the people of this
country, to see whether or not it is in good working order. It
was in good working order at the time of the Chicago conven-
tion. It has been in good working order always when the Re-
publican party has controlled the destinies of this country; and
it will be in good working order only so long as the Republican
party controls its destinies along the lines upon which that
party has always rested.

That is the answer I make to the Senator. IIe has been a

lifelong member of the Republican party, if I am correctly ad-
vised, and he knows that the foundation stone upon which it
rests is a protective tariff that will give the people of this coun-
try the markets of the country without any close competition
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with the producers of other eountries. This thing of trying to
scale the wool protection down to a hairbreadth and then
drawing fine lines and indulging in close analysis to see whether
ar not it is pessible for our business opponent to slip over the
line in a night and invade our ground is not my kind of revision
or Republicanism.

Mr. NELSON, The Senator from Idaho talks about hair-
breadth discriminations or distinetions. What does he think of
a tariff of 165 per cent ad valorem upon woolen blankets? Is
that a foundation stone of the Republican party?

Mr. HEYBURN, Mr. President, if it was necessary to enact
such a tariff in order to give the American people the markets
for the products upon which the duty was laid, I would not
eare if it was a thousand per cent. I would shut that foreign
competitor out of our markets, and I would have those who
are able to disregard the American product pay a price and
put it into the Treasury of the United States,

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from
Idaho yleld still further to the Senator from Minnesota?

Mr, HEYBURN. Certainly.

Mr. NELSON. Where would the Senator get his revenue if
we shut everything ont? ~

Mr. HEYBURN. There are always enough people whose
vanity tempts them to buy anything because it has a foreign
brand or a foreign coat of arms upon it. You can rest safely
upon the vanity of the people to pay the duty.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Does the Senator from
Idaho yield to his colleague?

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly.

Mr. BORAH. I suggest to the Senator from Minnesota that
he could get it from an income tax.

Mr. HEYBURN. Well, Mr, President, I think I will not take
up the income tax at this time. I may possibly do so later.
I am speaking in faver of the_kind of income tax that appeals
to me now, an income tax under the provisions and within the
contemplation of the Constitution of the United States, which
provided that the first resource of this Government to maintain
itself should be duties upon imports to this country. That was
the intention of the founders, and until that is exhausted or
proven to be inadequate I would go no further; I would not
even feel it necessary to consider whether or not we might re-
sort to another class of taxation.

What do you propose to do in this country? You propose to
ron the American labor engaged in this industry, the average
weekly wages of which is $8.31 per week, against the Italian
labor, which is $3.77 a week, and I speak from official figures,
the identical labor, the same number of hours.

Mr. NELSON, I do not understand that the Italians are
raising sheep or sending any wool over here.

Mr. HEYBURN. The Senator would be astonished to know
how many of them are engaged in the manufacture of articles
within this schedule. I have it, but I want to finish the state-
ment from the comparative tables. You would be running the
American labor, that receives American wages and lives like
an American, up against the correspending labor of France at
$5.03 per week. You would be running the American labor,
with the attributes of the American citizen behind it, against
English labor at $5.72 per week.

Why would we who are here to represent these American
Iaborers trade off their prosperify in a vain attempt to follow
after some untried theories of government, when we have, and
know that we have, conditions here, the result of the repub-
lican system of government, that leaves us a margin which rep-
resents the profit to the American people?
 Mr. President, I have heard some suggestions here ay to the
basis of a protective tariff that have not accorded with my
idea. All these comparisons have been between great enter-
prises in America and like enterprises abroad. Senators have
been comparing how possible it was for the well equipped and
great American factories to compete with those abroad. Where,
in their minds, were the small enterprises of this country? The
itrne basis of a protective tariff is not with the great enter-
prises that might compete because of the volume of their busi-
ness. It begins with the smaller concerns, The question in my
mind is not whether the Amoskeag Mills might compete with
the foreigner, but it is whether the little miil down in the
valley that represents all that men of smaller means have shall
compete with him. That is protection. The protective tariff
was to protect those who need it, and theose who need it most
are not the great enferprises with vast capital and great
buildings,

All through this discussion, as I have heard it en both sides
of the Chamber, my mind has criticised that comparison and

has been inquiries all the time. The figures I have been
making all the time have been applied to the small manufac-
turer, the small merchant, the small producer, because, when
you come to the last analysis, they are the subjects in the con-
templation of the fathers of the Republic when they established
this doectrine of protection.

I think we might dispense very much with the elaboration of

figures that we have listened to here for the last week on
the cotton schedule, because they do not affect the legitimate
object of proteetion. The question is as to the little woolen
mill down in the valley that has not the most modern appli-
ances and can not have them, How shall we protect that mill
owner? Is he to become a mere satellite of the larger manu-
facturers, and be made to depend entirely upon their prosperity?
I think not. The very first inquiry in my mind is, How will
this affect the men who have not elaborate machinery or great
buildings and large capital?
' When we were discussing the lumber schedule I looked at
the statistics and saw that out of 1,300 mills in one section
of the country there are less than 400 of them that have
band saws, and that 900 of them are equipped with less expen-
sive machinery, but sufficient for the purpose of their trade.
Yet everything was discussed from the standpoint of the
great enterprises, and the only question that was asked was,
Can these great enterprises live? They can live if they make
2 or 3 per cent on their investment, but the individual with
the little industry or concern would starve to death on 2 or 3
per cent on an investment with only a handful of money.

Yet he is entitled to engage in that occupation. He is en-
titled to his share in the prosperity that comes from furnishing
his neighbors with their stack of flour or their jag of Iumber.
He is entitled to flourish if he only wants to do so in his own
neighborhood.

When I was a boy we raised our own sheep and our own
wool. The sheep were sheared on the place, and I used to ride
with my father to the Bancroft and other mills and take that
wool and then go back there when we were notified that it was
ready and bring home the cloth and the blankets. Some of
those mills are in existence to-day; some of them have de-
veloped into great concerns; and some of them have advanced
only a little beyond the condition of that day. Are they not
entitled to consideration in making an estimate in this matter?
Is not the farmer with a dozen sheep or a hundred entitled to
consideration in making up a schedule here? The Senator from
Minnesota gives a negative shake of his head. What shall he
do? Cease to raise sheep? Cease to have a sawmill and a
flour mill? What is he to do? Is he to be erushed between
the wheels of these great enterprises and be ground out of ex-
istence? I think not.

When I speak for that class of the American people, I speak
for 90 per cent of them. So far as I am concerned, I am here
to legislate for that class of people as well as for the merchant
princes and the great mill owners; and I am only impelled to
speak on this oceasion that I may, if I can, cause men to hesi-
tate and cause them to get away from the intricate ecaleulations
into which we have been drawn and to which we have listened
for the last ten days or two weeks, calculations that dealt only
with millions.

Let us deal with the individual, not with his pocketbook. It
is worth more to the individual to have a field for his labor than
anything else. The opportunity is the thing that is valuable:
the man will do the rest. But if he has no opportunity, if he
has no protection except to become a part of the tail of a great
kite that sails and carries him through the air, you will soon
find this Nation degenerating so that the great mass of people
will be mere accessories to those who are largely engaged in
business.

Mr. President, I expeet to vote for this bill. I expect also to
leave in the records of the Senate of the United States my pro-
test against basing our consideration and our action here on this
or any other schedule upon the top notch of trade. I am not
here to consider how pessible it wounld be to live under eertain
cireumstances. I am here to consider how great and grand it
would be to share in the prosperity and the productiveness of
this great country of ours. 2

Sometimes we all reach the same point by traveling over
different roads, and if I arrive at my conclusions upon this
question by those routes that.seem to me the ones proper to
travel over, we will arrive at the same ultimate result, even
though all Senators do not come to it by that way.

I do not propose, if my vote or my voice can help it, to see the
great sheep industry of our western country destroyed or frit-
tered away in elaborate arguments or reasoning. I am more
interested in the people whose lives. and whose happiness and
comfort depend upon the opportunity that grows out of and be-
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longs to this enterprise than I am in any of the great mills.
The mills will follow, They will exist and prosper on the
American product better than they will upon the foreign prod-
uct. I would rather see every pound of American wool go into
the American mill and be used to clothe and cover the American
people, and if we have a surplus we will sell it in the markets
of the world.

But I would buy not one dollar of the surplus of other nations
if I could avoid it. I would only do it when the home product
was insufficient. I would rather trust the comfort and the destiny
and the prosperity of the American people to competition within
our own Nation and between our own citizens than to have it
at the mercy of competition with foreign countries and foreign
conditions. I would make it very difficult for the foreign pro-
ducer to enter our household and take a seat at the table of
Republican prosperity.

There is no people in the United States more interested in
this question than the people whom I represent in this body.
There was a time, when 78 per cent of the wool was produced
this side of the Mississippi River, when you would have heard
the voices of many men in States producing that commodity
raised up in support of the principles for which I speak. They
did, and they wrote the tariff upon wool in no uncertain letters.
They did not make it subject to the vicissitudes of an ad va-
Jorem duty. An ad valorem duty on wool at 20 cents or at
10 cents, as was very well suggested by the Senator from
Wyoming, not only affects the woolgrower, but it affects the
Treasury of the United States. When we pass a tariff law here
we want to be able, with some degree of certainty, to know
what revenue it is going to produce; and if you put it on an ad
valorem basis you will never know what the revenue to-morrow
or next week or next year will be.

I saw wool not very long ago drop from 21 cents to 12 cents.
Contemplate for a moment the effect of that upon the United
States Treasury. Instead of taking in duties—

Mr. McLAURIN., Will the Senator allow me to ask him a

question?

Mr. HEYBURN, Certainly.

Mr. McLAURIN. Was that caused by the Wilson law?

Mr. HEYBURN. We did not have any duty on wool under
the Wilson law.

Mr. McLAURIN. But the drop of which the Senator speaks?

Mr, HEYBURN. We did not have any revenue.

Mr. McLAURIN. Was the drop of which the Senator speaks,
from 21 to 12 cents the other day, caused by the Wilson tariff
law?

Mr. HEYBURN. It was caused by the scare of the people.
Somebody conjured up a ghost and scared the people, and they
took to the woods.

Mr. McLAURIN. What were the people scared at?

Mr. HEYBURN. They were scared for the moment—the
element that controlled it—at the financial condition in the
country. They did not know that the Republican party, by the
magic wand of wisdom, could correct any existing or temporary
discomfort in the financial world.

Mr. McLAURIN., Were they scared at the Republican Con-
gress?

Mr, HEYBURN. The Republican Congress applied the rem-
edy in a very few moments.

Mr. WARREN. The Senator made an inquiry as to why the
price of wool fell—what was the figure?

Mr. HEYBURN. From 21 to 12 cents.

Mr. McLAURIN. The Senator is mistaken about that. I
made no such inguiry. I made inquiry whether it was attrib-
utable to the Wilson law.

Mr. WARREN. I presume the Senator would like to know
something about the price of wool during the administration
of the Wilson law or the effect of that law on wool.

Mr. McLAURIN. The Senator can not turn the guestion
by any such way as that. That is not relevant to the question
I asked.

Mr. GALLINGER. I think it is very relevant.

Mr. WARREN. Admitting that it is not relevant, I will say
to the Senator from Idaho that the price of wool in my State
and in the State the Senator so well represents was somewhere
from 4} to 6 cents. That was what it was worth during the
Wilson law.

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes, Mr. President; the railroad companies
required you to either prepay the freight or give a bond for
it before they would receive it for shipment, because the wool
was not worth the freight.

Mr, McLAURIN. Mr. President, that may be the best answer

the Senator from Idaho or the Senator from Wyoming may be
able to give to my question, but the question I propounded was

whether the drop that the Senator saw the other day, from 21
to 12 cents, was attributable to the Wilson law.

Mr. HEYBURN. No. I have answered the Senator. I have
already attempted to tell the Senator to what it was attribu-
table. It was attributable to one of those temporary disturb-
ances that will arise at all times to the great party. The party
that is able to manage the affairs of this Government is the
party that knows what to do when the guestion comes, and
the other party that is not competent is the one that uses it
only as a taunt.

Mr. McLAURIN. With the Senator's permission, I will say
that it is customary on the part of the Senators both from
Idaho and Wyoming, and other Senators on the Republican side,
to lay everything to the charge of the Wilson law, and when
the Senator said there was a drop a little while ago of from
21 to 12 cents, it occurred to me that probably it might be very
pertinent to ask whether that was attributable to the Wilson
law.

That was evaded, or attempted to be evaded, by stating the
price of wool under the régime of the Wilson law and as
to the ability of the Republican party to always manage
the Government so that there will be no trouble in the
revenues and mo trouble in the affairs of the country, and
the inability of the Democratic party to do that., I wish to
say that the Republican pirty did not manage the finances
of the country in the year 1907 in such a way that we were
denied the benefit the Republican party gave us of the money
panic. -

Mr. HEYBURN. If I had the time or the inclination to go
into an analysis of the financial panie I might do so for the
entertainment of the Senator from Mississippi, but not to his
profit, nor, I think, to the profit of anyone. I will call his at-
tention to figures, however, which have been handed to me. In
1806, 38,298,183 sheep sold for $65,167,735; that is, they were
averaged at that; and in the year of grace 1907, 53,240,282 sheep
had a value of $204,210,129. A mere inspection of the figures
is sufficient.

Mr. McLAURIN. The Senator will do another favor to me
if he will show how that has any relevancy to the question I
propounded to him.

Mr. HEYBURN. I am almost inclined to ask the Senator
to what he attributes it; whether he attributes it to the great
benefit and success of Democratic government, or whether he
will concede some slight part of it to the character of the Gov-
ernment under which the conditions have arisen.

Mr. MCLAURIN. I will just say in reference to that that
there is one thing certain about it; the drop in the price of wool
that has just occurred, from 21 cents to 12 cents, to which
the Senator alluded, was not caused by any Democratic legis-
lation. ,

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I think that is hardly rele-
vant. The price of wool to-day, because of the Government and
because of its quality and character, is back to 21 cents, A man
may be sick overnight, but if he has a good physician or is a
man of intelligence he may be recovered in the morning.

Mr. McLAURIN. Yes, Mr. President; and if he takes good
care of his health he is not likely to be sick overnight.

Mr. HEYBURN. I hardly think the Senator will want that
to stand as a complete answer.

It is, however, not my intention to prolong my remarks. I
was inadvertently thinking that we adjourn at 5 o'clock, but I
shall not prolong my remarks because of my error.

Mr. President, I have attempted to present this question from
the practical side of the woolgrower, and that means the
market that the woolgrower makes. Where do you suppose
the $135,000,000, in wages paid in this country in this industry is
distributed? It buys your cotton from the South; it buys your
wheat from the North and your barley from Minnesota. Those
wages are distributed throughout the entire business world in
this country. They do not go abroad to purchase foreign arti-
cles. Suppose the industry was destroyed. To what field would
this labor go for employment? Would you wipe it out? Would
you wipe out the $15,000,000 worth of sheep product in Idaho?
If you reduce the duty on wool, you will wipe it out to some ex-
tent, if not entirely. -

I am speaking for the consumers who consume your wheat
while they are raising our sheep. I am speaking of the consum-
ers who consume the product of every State in the Union while
they are thus engaged. I am speaking of the merchant and the
manufacturer who because of the employment of these men have
a market that they would not otherwise have. You take a cent
a day from them and you lese a cent a day out of the volume of
your business. You take 11 cents, or any other number of cents,
off the duty on wool, and yon lower the fence of protection and
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increase the danger of competition at the expense of American
labor.

There is invested in the sheep industry of the United States
more than a hundred million dollars. Where would that capital
find investment—in what field? It would be withdrawn or
lost in either event at the expense of the business and com-
merce of the world. What income would take the place of this?
What field of industry would offer employment to these men?
I am appalled when I find any number of American people will-
ing even to contemplate the withdrawal of opportunity from
any other number of the people. The prosperity of this country
is because of the opportunity offered to them. That is the only
function or purpose of government as applied to the individual.
It is opportunity. It is the Republican party that has given
the American people the opportunity to engage in profitable en-
terprise; it is the Republican party, by the exclusion of the out-
side world, that has given the people of the United States the
opportunity to build up the great riches and the great enter-
prises of this country.

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KeAN in the chair). Does
the Senator from Idaho yield to the Senator from Wyom-
ing?

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly.

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, if I understood the Senator
from Idaho correctly, I think he misquoted the amount invested

_in the sheep industry. He spoke of it as being $100,000,000.

Mr. HEYBURN. I said more than $100,000,000.

Mr. WARREN. It is about $750,000,000. A hundred million
dollars would be less than §2 a head for the sheep, without
allowing anything for the ranches and other property.

Mr. HEYBURN. I did not intend to include those things. I
was merely referring to the sheep industry. That represents
an investment between ninety and one hundred million dollars.
Of course, that does not include the capital invested in
the great enterprises that grow out of it and are connected
with it.

Mr. WARREN. The sheep alone, if =sold on the market to-
day, wonld bring considerably more than the amount stated.

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes; I suppose they would, if they were
all marketed. I did not intend to include the cost of the land,
the buildings, the factories, and the tonnage that is paid to build
and maintain railroads. Those figures would soar into almost
unbelievable sums.

Why should anyone, regardless of his politics, seek to take a
chance of striking down even the protection of a cent? I hope
that the existing law in regard to the tariff upon these sub-
Jjeets will not be disturbed one iota, because I believe you will
have to pay dollar for dollar for every dollar that you take
from it.

Mr. President, a system or a theory that has been tried in
government and found successful in its application should never
be disturbed, even because a very large number of people think
they could do better, There is always some one who thinks
he could improve on existing conditions; there are people ever
ready to criticise others; but I have observed in life that, if
they get an opportunity to substitute their ideas, conditions
are rarely, if ever, improved.

A word in closing. There has been at times a spirit of resent-
ment—it has amounted to that—toward those outside of the
Finance Committee who felt impelled to express their views at
such length as in their judgment might seem appropriate. It is
not becoming in the consideration of a question like this to
attempt to exclude anyone from participating in it within the
limits of his own judgment. Because the Committee on Fi-
nanee, in its wisdom, has struck the right measure in this bill is
no reason why other Senators should be content merely to sit
in silence and vote upon it. There should be a record—a public
record—accompanying every measure that is enacted in this
body that should tell not only why the particular committee
recommended it, but why Senators supported it. I am impelled
to make this statement because of the spirit-of impatience that
seems to pervade certain circles at those who exercise their
right and perform their duty upon this floor.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I shall take only a very
few minntes in the discussion of this particular amendment,
and will give plenty of time to vote upon the subject before the
recess if anyone desires a vote before that time,

Mr. President, I know something about the conditions in the
sheep industry for the four years prior to 1897, I am not
going to take up any time in elucidating this subject, but will
give one concrete incident. About the year 1805 or 1886 I
know of a flock of sheep of some 4,000 in number sold for a
dollar and a quarter a head. They were all full-grown sheep.
Those sheep to-day would bring a price of $5 a head, or
nearly five times as much. During the four years preceding

1897 I have seen the warehouses in the western part of my
State loaded with wool that was not worth the price of the
freight to the eastern market. That represented the general
condition during those four years.

Mr. President, the people of the State of North Dakota and
all of the western section lost enormously during those years.
They have been making up those losses in the last ten years,
but I do mot think with all of the profits they have made
that they have entirely recouped the losses for that particular
period.

I am not going into the subject of what constituted the real
cause. It may be that we were frightened; it may be that the
Wilson-Gorman law had nothing to do with it, that it was just
lack of confidence; but I can give another concrete incident in
relation to how that lack of confidence worked with some of us.
In 1892 I, with some other people, organized a sheep company.
We incorporated along toward the fall of that year. We then
thought that we had better wait until after the election before
we either purchased the sheep or the lands that we had in
contemplation. We waited until after the election. It did
not go as we expected and hoped it would go; aud that cor-
poration was dissolved. We dropped the project. That is
one instance in my life when my foresight of conditions that
would ensue was absolutely correct. So nothing ever came of
that organization.

Now I want to show whether or not we have been benefited
by our tariff since that time; whether or not the wonderful
prosperity of this country for the last ten years has mani-
fested itself in the rapid and steady increase of the value of
wool and the value of sheep in this country. 1 call attention
to page 878 of the volume Imports and Duties from 1894 to
1907, inclusive; and I am going to ask that the three tables
showing the imports, the rate of duty, the Dingley duty col-
lected, the value per unit, and the ad valorem duty shall be
placed in the Recogp. They are tables of the unwashed wool
not on the skin, the washed wool not on the skin, and the
scoured wool. They are the three grand subdivisions of wool
imports.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection,
the tables referred to by the Senator from North Dakota will
be printed in the RRecogp. The Chair hears none,

The tables referred to are as follows:

Wool imports.
UNWASHED WOOL, NOT ON THE SKIN,

Average.
v
ca
'Value| Ad
gew| Rateot duty. | Quantity. | Vawme, | DEt¥ol |'per | valo-
sias’ ) unit | rem
80— of rate
quan-| of
tity. | duty.
Pounds Per ct.
1808 | 11cents per pound.| 4,598,007 $790,508.000  $505,230.77/80.170,  63.91
1809 do 0,384,260 1,549,131.00 1,082,268.57| .165| 66.64
1900 s s 97,798 a 3,953.00 .143
19,132,005 8,734,807.42 2,104,520.55| .105| 56.35
1001 |- 0o oo | 85,504,730.25| 6,821,108.00 3,905,520.38 .192| 57.26
1902 do 54,858,063.22| §,118,871.40) 6,034,452.96( .148) 74.33
1908 do 46,526,229.54] 7,123,287.00| 5,095,585.26 m[ 71.54
1904 do 20,703,806.19| 7,220,714.00, 4,377,328.63| .12 60.55
1905 do. 78,834,454 | 15,751,480.00{ 8,121.780.99| .213| b51.57
1906 |_____do__—_._______| 61,027,198,10 21,839,479.00 10,012,991.25 .235 46.88
1907 | mmme O | 00,045,325, 75| 22,249,572.25! 9,004,085.85| .247| 44.52
WASHED WOOL, NOT ON THE SKIN.
45,269 $8,741.00 w..:s’m.lm 113.94
064 168. 00 212.08 .174| 126,24
12,398 50| 2,839, 2,727.72| .220 08.07
805 122,00} 177.82| .151| 14509
569 113.00} 125.18 109 110.62
24,824 11,557.00| 5,461.25| 465 47.26
12,169 6,500.00 2,677.18| .584| 41.19
20,356,191 8,652.00 0,45 .so’ .295| 74.80
9,172.75 3,135.75 2,018.00, .342| 64.35
1,675.25 601001 m.ssl .359| 61.32
BSCOUERED WOOL,
1808 | 83cents per pound| 28,175 £332. 00/ w,sam.'rs'w.zm 111.50
1901 o. 18,163 6,753.00 5,098.79| .378| 8S.36
5 5.00 1.65 1.00 | 33.00
8,618.70 1,777.00 1,102.52 .402| 67.11
6,651 4,821 .00 2,904.78| .722| 45.73
2,141 1,751.00 1,036.58| .557| 569.19
4,136 2. 476,001 1,364.88| .509| 55.12
8,119.50 7,146.00] 2,670.44| .88 | 87.50

¢ Damaged, duty remitted by Secretary of the Treasury,
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Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I want to call attention to
the value of these wools in each succeeding year; and I will
take the wool that the farmer sells, the unwashed wool, not on
the skin. I find that in 189S, with 11 cents a pound duty, that
the value per unit or pound in New York, probably, where it was
imported, was 17 cents. Three years afterwards it was 193
cents; then it was down to 14f%, then to 15, then it went to 18
cents, then to 21, then to 23, and in 1907 it was 24 cents.

If I follow along in the same line, I find that the washed wool not
on the skin was 19 cents in 1898, and that there was a gradual
increase until it was 35 cents in 1907. I find that the scoured
wool was 29 cents in 1898, and that it was 88 cents in 1907;
in other words, the value of wool has considerably more than
doubled during that period. This was under the Dingley rate,
The House of Representatives this year report a bill in which
they propose to cut down the Dingley rates on certain classes
of wool, and I am now asked to vote for a reduction of the wool
schedule that has given us this prosperity during these years
and has helped us to recoup our losses during the preceding
years. Remembering what those losses were, I for one refuse
to do it. I do not think that the rates are at all excessive.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, will the Senator permit
me to ask him a question?

Mr. McCUMBER. I should like to finish what I have to
say, and have my argument appear in a logical way; but if
the Senator insists, I will yield.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will ask the question when the Senator
concludes his remarks. :

Mr. McCUMBER. The Senate Committee on Finance put
back the Dingley rates, the rates under which there has been
a phenomenal increase in the value of sheep and the value of
the wool that is raised upon those sheep.

The next question, then, that appeals to me is: Are those
rates excessive? I know something about the care that is re-
guired and the labor that is expended in caring for lambs from
the time they are born, and during their growth, in shearing
the sheep, and in caring for and marketing the wool. EKnow-
ing the value of that labor, I am absolutely certain that the
value of the farmer’s wool product is not excessive. Mr. Presi-
dent, if they are not excessive, then I want to ask whether or
not the American people have asked us indiscriminately to
lower them, notwithstanding the fact that they are reasonable.
There has been considerable talk about this matter of revision.
I hardly agree with Senators on either side of this proposi-
tion. I will say, once and for all, that I believe the American
people understood generally that the greater portion of the
tariff rates were higher than necessary; and, therefore, if there
were a revision, that it would be a revision downward, so that
those rates would not be greater than necessary for honest and
fair protection; but, Mr. President, they never have instructed
us, either by a Republican platform or by popular expression,
to lower a duty that is not excessive.

The Heouse Committee on Ways and Means found that the
iron schedule was considerably higher than was necessary;
that it was excessive; and they cut it down considerably. The
Senate Committee on Finance went over the same schedule and
found that, in their opinion, it was still too high, and they
very materially reduced it, even below the standard that was
fixed by the House committee. The American public had read
a great deal about the enormous fortunes of Carnegie and
Friek and Schwab and that class of steel magnates, and they
felt that the duties that had enabled them to amass such
enormous fortunes were excessive. I believe that the American
people were for the most part right in their opinion upon that
proposition ; and because they were right, those duties have been
reduced.

I know Senators will say “Oh, yes; you made the cut, but
then you did not hurt them any; you only cut where it would
not hurt.” Mr. President, we were not instructed to hurt any
business in the United States, but to bring every duty down to
a rensonable basis.

The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Nersox] just now asked
the Senator from Idaho his opinion as to a duty of about 150
per cent upon woolen blankets. The Senator from Idaho an-
swered in substance that if that duty was necessary he was in
favor of it. A duty of 15 per cent ad valorem may be excessive
in some instances, while 150 per cent might not be in other
cases. I want to show whether or not a duty of 150 per cent
even in the wool schedule is necessarily excessive. I am not ad-
mitting there is any such rate. We Have been instructed by

our platform and by every utterance that has been made by
Republican speakers that the meagure of the duty should be
the measure of the difference between the cost at home and the
cost abroad, including a reasonable profit upon the investment.

I am perfectly willing to measure the wool schedule by that
standard, because I believe that is the proper standard.

When we were discussing the cotton schedule I telephoned to
the Department of Commerce and Labor and asked them to
give me in the form of a table or otherwise such information
as they might have at hand showing the labor cost in the
cotton textile trade in England, in the United States, in Ger-
many, and in France. The day afterwards they sent up such a
table, but before I present it I want to eall attention to another
table of the comparative labor cost in the woolen manufactur-
ing industry that was introduced before the Ways and Means
Committee. Here is the table, giving the wage seale of worsted
mills, based on the same number of hours per week, in Brad-
ford, England, and in Philadelphia. I will just enumerate a
few of them. I find that head wool sorters in Bradford receive
$0.52 a week; in Philadelphia, $25 a week, or two and one-fourth
times as much; wool sorters, $8.96 in Bradford and $18 in Phila-
delphia; card-room overlooker, $7.50 in Bradford and $20 in
Philadelphia. I will get down to the laborers. The common
laborer receives $5.750 in Bradford and $10 in Philadelphia.
The average in all lines necessary to produce a woolen fabric
shows the American wage to be about two and one-fourth times
as much as the British wage; in other words, it is an advance
of 125 per cent over the average wage in Great Britain in this
industry. I ask that this table be inserted in my remarks.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection,
permission is granted.

The table referred to is as follows:

Wage list of worsted mills based on same number of hours per week.

In Brad- | Philadel-
ford. phia.

Head wool sorter.
‘Wool sorters.

‘Washhouse overlooker.
Card-room overlooker.
Combing-room overlooker.
Drawing-room overlooker.
Spinning-room overlooker.
Twisting-room overlook
Beeling-room overlooker.

Back w

Gill boxes
Combs (2)
Gill boxes (4)
Wool washers

Card strippers. i
Card feeders
Drawing gills
Drawing frames. = =
Roving frames.
Spinners, 256 spindle.
Spinners, 332 spindle.
Overlookers’ assistants,
Doflers.

Twisters
Winders_
Reelers

Engineers_____.
Firemen
Laborers.

O 1510 191 1010 1010 1080 i 5 6 83 09 85 08 00 00 00 00 I 20
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Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from North Dakota permit
me to ask him a question?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North
Dakota yield to the Senator from Georgia?

Mr. McOUMBER. Just for a question; yes.

Mr. BACON. I ask for information as to the Senator's posi-
tion. The Senator contends that, as the price of labor increases,
according to the reasoning of the contention which he is now
making, the rate of the tariff ought to be correspondingly in-
creased to cover that increase?

Mr. McCUMBER. In so far, Mr. President, as the cost of
labor adds to the value of the product. I take both the cost of
labor and the cost of the material together. Of course I can
only deal with one of them at a time.

Mr. BACON. Mr. President——

Mr. McCUMBER. I would ask the Senator to allow me to
get through before half past 5, as I must necessarily do or
divide these few remarks into two sections.

Mr. BACON. Very well

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, in addition I have a table
showing the difference in wages in the cotton industry in Ger-
many, the United States, France, and England., The table I
received from the Department of Commerce and Labor. I
will read just a few of the items. Take the dyers. Male
dyers in the United States receive $7.88 a week; in Germany,
$3.65 a week. Weavers receive $10.84 in the United States,
and in Germany $5.11., I ask that this table may be also in-
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serted, with the explanatory remarks frem the Department of
Commerce and Labor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection
to the request of the Senator from North Dakota.

The matter referred to is as follows:

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LaBOR,
BUREAU OF LABOR,
Washington, June §, 1909.

The accompanying tables give the only available data concerning
wages and hours in certain occupations in the cotton and woolen in-
dustries in the United States, England, Germany, and France,

The figures for the United States are taken from the bulletins of the
Bureau of Labor. The figures for England, Germany, and France are
taken from the reports just issued by the British Government, giving
the results of an investigation made by that Government in the coun-
tries named.

Unfortunately, the figures can not be reduced to any basis that would

admit of satisfactory comparison. The figures for the United States
give aver: for both wages and hours. he figures in the British re-
ports merely give the range of wages, and nothing is given to indicate -
where an aver: would fall between the two extremes.

The foreign res are thus not only not comparable with the Ameri-
can figures, but the form in which the foreign figures are presented in
the British reports does not even admit of satisfactory comparison be-
tween England, Germany, and France. Thus, the figures for England
differentiate between es and females, whilst the figures for Germany
in most instances do not indicate the sex of the workers at all ; again,
the figures for England, under both male and female, include alike
adult workers and young persons, while the figures for France are for
adult male workers alone. In the case of Germany and France the hours
per week are given, but no hours are given for gland.

In any comparison of wages as reflecting relative cost of production,
wages per hour would be the only proper basis for comparison; and
any accurate comparison would, of course, involve relative efficiency as
well as relative wa, but the available reports not only do not deal
with efficiency at all, but do not even furnish a basis for a comparison

of hourly wages.

Rates of wages and hours of labor in the United States, England and Wales, Germany, and France in the cotton industry in 1905

Wages per week. Hours per week,

Oeccupation. Bex.
United
States.

England and
SVales. Germany. | France. | geocoo | & . | France.

@ Not reported.
Rates of wages and hours of labor in the United States, England and TWales, Germany, and France in the woolen indusiry in 1905.

Wages per week. Hours per week.
Occupation. Sex. Fngland
United | England Unfteq | “NEANG|  Gop
States. | and Wales. Germany. France. States. “Q:]t:s many. France.
Onr%gtrfmwﬂ Male. S I $7.66 oy 58.3
. y | AN
COombers. Male [ 7.22 | 84.87-85.60 B sl 58.9 i
Do | Male adults______| §4.70
Do ! Female. | 5.25 | 2.68- 8.41 57.0 X
Do | = [ 4.35- 4.83 6066 |~
Dyers | Male 7.88 5.84 59.8
Do | Male adults. ... A e s FE SN 60
Do ! ) | 60-65
Spinners, frame | Female. ! 6.03
Spinners, mule. | Male Iy
Spinners | Male adults..____.
Do | Female. !
Do s } (6] |
Weavers | Male | 10.84
Do _| Male adults. |
Do Female 9.12
Do ()

@ Not reported.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr, President, I understand that in the
woolen industry, as well as in the cotton industry, labor repre-
sents about 80 per cent of the cost, and the material represents
about 20 per cent of the cost of production. 1 want to make a
mathematieal caleulation as to what would be the duty, taking
those percentages. We will say that for the production of a
given number of yards in Great Britain the labor cost is 80
cents and the material cost is 20 cents. That makes $1. In
looking over the table from which I have just gquoted I find
that the average ad valorem on the wool itself that goes into
these cloths is about 60 per cent; so I must add 60 per cent
to start with upon the raw material, which would be 12 cents.
Add this to the #1 and you have $1.12. Then take the 125
per cent upon the labor cost. You would have $1 more to add,
making $2.12, or 112 ad valorem, without taking into consider-
ation reasonable profits and many other inecidents that might
still further add to the cost in this country.

Mr. NELSON, If those figures are correct and the difference
in the labor cost is as great as the Senator states, ought there

ROtﬂtt?J be an increase in the duty to give the manufacturer a
profit?

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, the tariff will probably
measure on the average very nearly the difference between the
cost of production at home and abroad. Sometimes they may
be a little less and sometimes a little more, as must be the case
when the duties are specific. We have to get a general average.
The figures are as I have obtained them from the Department
of Commerce and Labor, and I am not going to quarrel with the
Department of Commerce and Labor as to whether their figures
are correct. I am quite certain they are, as they are taken
from reports from our consular service, carefully tabulated.

Mr. NELSON. Mr, President, if the tariff is only 112 per
cent ad valorem and the difference in the labor cost is $1.12,
what provision does the Senator from North Dakota make for
‘““a reasonable profit?"”

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I have given the Senator
that explanation as clearly as I could give it in a very short

address,
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Mr. ALDRICH. I ask the Senator if it will be convenient |
for him to finish his remarks to-morrow

Mr. McCUMBER. Does the Senator want a vote on this
question this afternoon?

Mr. ALDRICH. No; I desire to move to adjonrn.

Mr. McCUMBER. It is not guite half past 5. I will eon-
clude in a8 moment.

In addition, Mr. President, to what I have said, I wish also
to have printed in the Recorp a further explanation of the
difference in the wages of labor in the textile trades in Ger-
many, France, and Great Britain, as prepared by our consn-
lﬁ.;bservice and given me by the Department of Commerce and

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, permission
is granted.

The matter referred to is as follows:

Special Agen raham oI
a.ndpﬁcabor. Bpe:t‘E c%ns?dembie (fgil?hrek’ln thfgelngeeg:l:ﬁ?: :It Eh%mmﬁ
facture of cotton goods in Europe and elsewhere, and visited the mills
and secured his information at first hand, In his report on “Cotton
fabrics in middle Europe,” printed as Document No. 1 0, of the House

Representatives, he gives a re of ‘wages paid at various leading
mills, from which report extracts are herewith made,

The most important cotton ‘mill in Germany, also the best ing,
‘according to Mr. Clark, is the Augsburg Mechanische Banmwol?agpig
nerei und Weberel at Augsburg, in Bavarla This mill hs.s 126,940

indles. édneakin g on -the labor question, Mr. Clark repo
= Unu X this mill ran an eleven-hour day, but it then changed to
ten hours. his 9.1 per cent decrease in time was allowed by a 7.85

per cent decmae in

roduction. In regard to wages at this mill, th
_goi%ker-mom hands an cents °

the carders get 50 to 70 : a day; on two
self-actor mules the ghmer averages about 90 cents a day, the
plecer T1 eents, and each the two creelers 35 cents a day. eavers,
on an average, run three looms aplece, and make about 80 cents a day;
170 of the leoms have the Nerthrop attachment. At this mill a man ' is
goned to serve a two-years' apprenticesh ﬁnhe!ore he enn do as simple
work as that of runn three lpoms on P to sign a
two-years' contract to this effect. He ﬂrst works as ex't:m assistant 10 a
weaver for six months, he is given one loom, which is run under
the supervision of the regular weaver, who receives a certain cent-
age on the wa made. Then he is given twe looms under the same
condiﬂnns. and it is not until the new weaver has been working for
rs that he is considered a full-fledged weaver and allowed to
t% n'uhtls oisml;lis Iabort;vlthout divisigil ceDt:m the :Etrgt 3!111
months the mill us ¥ pa eapprentice nts a day. or a
this elaborate apprenticesh 11’8 system it is doubtful if the weaver is as
ood as the young Amerlean weaver who comes in from the farm .and
f a fgw ng‘;mths at most is getting off the required production along
the others,
mﬁr lark says that the wages paid Iin cotton mills in dllrerent 4
of Germany vary, as a does the number of 0] mgerntora requ red or a
given nu.mger of machines or for a given p ction on
ﬁod and similarly located, wages are lowest In Baxcmy and
‘hlghest Rhine. The mills arou Augsburg seem to afford a fair
Mera of the Gemmm industry as a whole

enju

rman{thm is no law limitin thehours‘thatm be worlked
by men, b here are numerous detail provisions In regard to the em-
fo ent women und children. It is forbidden to emplg children

years of Women must not be employed in the factory

at utght betwaen 8.30 and 5.30 o'clock,
In giving the wages paid at Barmen, In western Germany, for !n'atdad
work, Mr. Clark : “Tor ordinary work at Barmen 1 operatol
A day, or 24 marks a week [4

either man or women, makes 4 marks
marks equal 05 cents; 24 marks equal §5. 'nl! ‘I'he time igl Eﬁu&lg BT

hours a week.” BSpeaking of the work at I
in 1907 $4,479,021 n mlua of 8 were exported to the United Stntes.
Hr Clar reports tha ed operator recelves 23.8 cents for the
Tumﬂgh of work that the Swiss worker at St. Gall receives 19.3
- e best stitchers were pald at the rate of 18 pfennigs
anntg ual about one-fourth of a cent) for 1,000 stitches, and on
e sup, tion t.hat he made 240 000 stitches a week he would make

43.23 marks, or §10. The a

8. erage er gets probably 30 to 85
marks per week ( 7.14 to $833

stitch
Other facto employees receive

lower . Two 1s on a machine, one to wa the work and the
other to keep the small shuttles filled, are paid, respectively, 18 and 14
marks per week ($4.28 and $3.33). The card punchers that punch the

holes in the J'ac%hud cards for use on the automatic machines get
higher wages, as work requires quick and careful and well-trained

rt men made from 240 marks ($57) a month, to 300
ma.rka 51’1) ?he weekly waig;s of those engafeﬂ in L. generai scissor
and n e work " were about marks a wee 85). The man who
owns a machine and is calied the “lohnestlcker," paid at a fixed

rice per 1,000 stitches, and he hu to provide all the cost of manu-
ture, Im:mding yam, wages,

power, e Mr. Clark states that at
the time he was in Plagen the * Iabnwticker - mde a profit of only
$2 on his machine for the week's work. 08? g of ribbon weaving,
«of which, including trimmings, ete., $1.500 shi om
Barmen to the United States in 1907 ; épecial Agent 2t Clark reported
that workln%athm hundred days in the year the avera
80 cents a Wages Barmen and the surrounding
higher than in most other textile centers of Germany. -Ordinary
weavers, Special Agent Clark =ays, will average 60 to 80 cents a day,
and weavers on special work will get as high as $1.63.
importation of knit goods from Germany increased In wvalue
0 In 1907. At Chemnitz, where hosiery is a great speciality,
e, 7§ Antces Dowms g, s Bt ot Fors v
elther or per w ere en ark re-
ports, not the slightest uniformity in re to th paid, each
manufacturer getting his help as chenp ¥ as he cam pecial Agent
Clark transmitted the wnges paid in a hoslery factnry where the opera-

ng yam, knltﬂ running on foot,
Eknitting foot, heeling amfoo I1“111{;11(1111

g. The dyeing
and finishing were done outslde ’ The prlces are all given in pfennigs,
owing to the difficulty of giving the equivalents in cents without
too many decimals.

e (To change pfennigs into cents multiply by
“The tables sent by Mr. Clark follow.

Spooling.

[Wages 'in pfennigs, per pound English.]

Yarn numbers (English). ..

5-15

16-2021-30, 5140 41-50!51-30

61-70,

TI-EJ!

B1-90

Cotton cops:
Spooler.
Rewinder. |
On patent winder _____
Wocg;:nns:

Bew[n.dar R
tent winder.

o)
12

[ 1

28 1 B8

W;M

Slmln yarn, spooler on: |
Single gray cotton_.__|
Two-ply gray cotton. .
Single volored cotton..
Two-ply colored cotton
Single colored wool

-

e

=
-
-

i
-

Two-ply eolored wool..
Skein yarn, rew on:
Bingle colored eotton__
Two-ply colored cotton|
Single colored wool

[
L

2 S Eoke | BR pge

ERol

SERTEal @R | BR

waau‘am’
et

i
wrge ©SigE e o

Two-ply colored wool

'g:':mo.g :Sagaﬁ
»-ab;;_m B 2848 | e

bt

[
=

3%
3
113
8
32
10}
18
5
7
4

Thread numbers. - ——-------..

2/35

l-‘_'.i‘tw!2,*‘50!2;’(!012.4‘ TD!

= l

2/75

|

2/80

lzf

I

83!

Thread:

8
12
13
&%

4 &

2

55 g2 8

|
|
'

"53 ww B o

lli 123} 123
A A

13 116 |18 | 20
25127 120 | 30

8%
5

13

8
5%

Leg machine.

[Wages In pfennigs, per dozen pairs.]

30

3 38

30

1/1
rib

Divisions. 8

16

| B

18 3112515

Women's gray cotton hose:

ose, all sizes

less than women's. .
Short-leg stockings.._____|
Extra for long tops:

In eotton

55
2

10

s|rz

18

12

ss'm‘as
2 2 2

HE AR AN

| 6| B|10] 5

45

87
2 2

1
10

3

il
i

2 &

‘With kneecap

wS0m om w0

3
B
i
Tizs|
i |
-3

Gray and natural wool

eet and rows, extra__...
Extra marking:

Whm ;Lth striped ap-
Without apparatus.____
Heel and toe eap of wool
and colored, extra. ..
Under 2 dmm. extra___
‘2 dozen or more...... __
Eneecap, extra_____________|
Reenforeed seam, extra._.
15tol drop stiteh, extra.__.
Group drop utltch, extra___.
Extra wide.

B & o
B o

ﬁg_n

w52s e

Opera
Bize mmth the hand,

10

1

[}

|
10] 10

1

10| 10

10

5|
10

B
&

ES8Ra

ft

10| 10| 10,

E:E:n i)

&S tate

G
10| 10
12

s |

B8t

-

558

g
g

-

10{ 10 10

Qﬂg -

=

Running on Freach foot.

[Wages In pfennigs, per dozen pairs.]

30 | 33

D

Ons.

36

12

Gny. ‘eotton Toot:

8 to 12 inches
4 to 7} inches or less.

16

&

o«

153

16

Gra?
Wowen with ‘merino, extra____

Clerical wool (dark-gray mixture) and colored |

over

nntm-a.l wool and gray thread over

‘gray
Woven with spnt. extra

Striped over plain

Wowven with drop stitch, extra

NS =h

W e

RN =

WD e
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Freneh foot maker.
[Wages in pfennigs, per dozen pairs.]

Gange....ooceeene- ceeee---{ 30 | 33 |36 |36 (30 |30 48
Divisions 12|12|12|16|18 |18 8
Gray cotton soek, foot 9to12fnehes 122 124 127|188 (16|18 | 23
Gray cotton, woman's, foot 8§ to 10§ inches_ 418 |20 |23 |14 (12|14 | 28
Gray cotton, child’s, foot 4 to 9 inches:

With 1 assistant. l15}19 | 20

With 2 assistants. 2 s S [ 1 S
Foot with long border, A, assistant__|___| T| 7 |..-. i
Gray and natoral wool and gray thread over

{i]s o T e O O Y =y o - 2122} 2|2 o

$9-gauge to 35-gange goods, extra. L] (85 ] R
Extra compensation for very fine numbers.... aneienal 20 E Gl R
Clerical wool and colored, extra. ..o 4 4| 8| 8
1/30 and 1/36 clerical wool, extra. . _______J S G e
Heel and toe cap from wool andeolored, extra__| 38| 3| 8| 8| 3| 8|
Rivlpeowmepliain o oot 10|10 [ 10 |-._.|--
Hallsole, EXtrs . oo 3| 8| 8} 2| 2| 2 8
Split sole, ineluding heel and toe cap, extra. i 8| 0| 6] 8| 8| 6}
15 by 1 drop stiteh, extra. .. ... =1 S O S 5 S S e AR
Group drop stitches, over plain... s 1 (N % T I R S S
Bize marks, extra - .o Lol RATE LIS
Lot of 4 dozen or less, extra 6| 5 6| 6| 65| & |...

Heeler.
[Wages in pfennigs, per dozen palrs.]

o bl

Heel and toe, either gray or white______________| 83| 9§ ltll
4

Bilk thread over gray.
QColored over gray, also gray with colored toe-| 4 | 4

1§13 4 s | 7| 7
rt

Seaming.
[Wages in pfennigs, per dozen pairs.]

R et e 80|83 |36 (80 |42]| ¢8

Gray cotton and stocking thread:
French foot, 00-0.
French foot, 1-2
French foot, 3-4
French foot, 5-6
8-10 inches
8ilk thread over gray.
‘Wool thread over gray.
Qolored thread over gray.
Goods with heel and toe cap, extra
gr.ripulltov:;!p};ln knitted stockin
pera leng ng 8 Cr PR TR s
Gray cotton and loose thread:
Prench foot, 44-5} inches
French foot, 6-7 inches
Freneh foot, 74-8} inch
French foot, 9-12 inch
Wool over gray.
Colored over gray.
Goods with heel and toe, extra.
Striped over plain

87 B B
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Some of the Baxon knit-goods manufacturers are very advanced In
their plans for ameliorating the condition of thelr help, and besides
iving the boys time off to attend technical instruction, as required by
aw, they also have courses of instruction for the girls and women in
household duties, including cooking and sewing classes, and besides
night classes some factories give the girls a few hours off each week
to attend such classes in the dsgume, the teachers also being paid by
the factory. Most of the factories provide a lunch room, with tables
and chairs, where the employees can eat their lunch, and many furnish
food at cost in such places.

[Several photographs showing a typleal Chemnitz knitting mill,
groups of ogmtl\mﬁ, and some of the hosiery machines used accom-
gnle% Mr. Clark's report and are on flle in the Bureau of Manufac-

Tes.

Consul Pendleton King, in a report from the consular distriet of
Aix-la-Chapelle, in Rhenish Prussia, furnishes the following Information
relative to wages in the textile industry In that distriet:

“The foreman of the spinning department in a woolen mill recelves
from §0 to $14 per week, the operatives from &5 to $6, and the other
help from $4 to $5. In a weaving depariment the foreman, or weaving
master, receives from $9 to 314. and the lators, or setters, from $
to $10.50. Weavers are by the piece, and If capable and d nt
can make $D a week. ey earn on an average from $1 to $1.40 a
day. The mistress of the d.arnLng department receives from $8 to $10
and her assistant from §5 to § r week. The working hours are
generally ten and one-half a day. e cost of living is very high in the
city and towns of that consular district. The fam generally fm for
two rooms from $4 to $6 per month; the lowest price of beef is 20 to
25 cents a pou and the highest 30 cents. Ham is from 40 to 55
cents a pound, and rk 20 to 25 cents. Horse meat, which is used
by many workmen's families, is from 10 to 12 cents a pound.”

Consul Willilam Bardel, in a report from Bamberg, states that wages
paid to foremen vary from $47 to $83 a month, workmen under 16

ears of age receive from $2.18 to $2.86 a week, ose over 16
From §4.28 to $7.14 weekly. = Women over 16 years old earn from $2.15

to $3.15, while those under that age receive from $1.71 to $2.15 a
week., Sixty-one hours censtitute a workl:ga week.

Consul Herman L. Spahr, of Breslau, se the following information
concerning the textile mills of Silesia:

“ There are about a dozen large establishments engaged in the linen
industry and a number of ler ones., The average wages pald per

o? ten hours per day are as follows : Oversee marks ($5.71);
male operatives, 15 marks ($3.57) ; female operatives, 9 to 10 marks
($2.14 to $2.38). Cotton mills in Silesia number about a dozen for
spinning and a score for weaving. The spinners ordinarfly work ten
hours a day and the weavers ten and one-half hours; overseers get from
5.36 to $7.38 5 e operatives average 55 cents daily, and
emale operatives 48 cents.”

Co Joseph E. Haven, in a report from Crefeld, says: “ The wages
in this district in the silk and velvet mills vary greatly. In the weav-
ing department overseers receive from $5.05 to $7.14 a week, while
laborers are pald from $5.71 to $6.18. Overseers in the winding and
warping departments receive from $5.95 to §7.14 weekly, the laborers
from n%.IST to $4.96. The overseers in the finishin, epartment re-
ceive fmm $8.33 fo $9.52 and the laborers from $4.76 to $6.18."

Consul Peter Leiber, writing from Dusseldorf, reports that in spin-
ning mills where mtl§r women are employed the average daily wage is
71.4 to 83.3 cents. Young girls earn from 35.7 cents to 47.6 cents a

In weav mills the salary undergoes many fluctuations, reach-
ing as h as $1.19 per day.

Consul William €. Teichmann, of Eibenstock, reports that the most im-
portant textile industry in his district is the manufacture of cotton hosiery
and underwear. “A strike revealed the wage scale so that a description
of wage conditions, otherwise difficult to obtaln, can be given. The
five firms originally affected by the strike paid an average wage of $4.92
a week. Of men, 65 Sper cent earned more than $4.76 per week, 55.6

cent more than $5.36, and the remainder more than $5.95. The
ighest wages pald ranged from $8.64 to $10.13 to the men. The
Jongest number of hours per week was fifty-eight.” On the whole,
the consul reports these wages high for the average Saxon factory.

E. g‘.‘o Liefeld reports from Freiburg that the hours of labor
in mills there ave about ten per day. Ordinary laborers in the
mills are pald from 48 to 71 cents per day, their overseers from 71 cents
to $1.20, whié(_} skilled laborers are paid as high as 95 cents, and their

1

verseers $1.67.
S Consul Robert J. Thom reported from Hanover, where there are
cotton spinning and weaving and other mills, that in one wool-washing
and dressing factory with 1,800 employees, working ten hours a day,
the wages pal 1 2.25 marks to 3.25 marks per day; an
to females from 1.90 marks to 2.20 marks (1 mark méus.ln 23.8 cents).
The wages of foremen working in the princlpal corduroy and welvet
factory vary from §7.14 to $9.52 per week. The male and female work-
ers in the weave room a in the shearing establishment earn from
£3.57 to $6.66 weekly. The men and women in other branches earn on
an average t 70 cenis a . The wa, for sgtnners in the leading
cotton spinning and wuurmf actory are from $4.76 to $6.66 per week,
and for gelpers from 50 to 75 per cent of that amount. The self-acting
sg.innjng mill and water sp g mill employ women only, paying from
iaas to §3.57 per week. W, for making ete., v:éyk from 71 to
cents per day for g;:rs, and from $1.43 to $g.09 per for women
and girl workers tending machines,

Consul 8. P. Warner, of Leipzig, an important textile center of Saxony,
sends extracts from a publication by the mferla.l insurance office giving
work wages paid in each of the 6 districts of the German Empire, so far
as the average is concerned. According to this publication the average
German wages paid in the textile industry in 1886 was $128.44 per

ear, and in 1905 the average was $163.66. In 1905 the average in

%ilesi.a was $126.62, and in southern Germany $153.75, running up to
£176.60 in northern Germany. This only includes osmtim in the
mills, and not those e,la:gagui the so-called * home industries.”

Consul F. 8. Hannah reports from the Magdeburg ecomsular district
that the average wages earned in the cotton mills by piecework are as
follows : For overseers, $8.57 to $11.90 Ber week ; male mill opera-
tives, $7.14 to $8.57; women workers, $2.86 to $4.28, The average
hours of labor are ﬁtty-nin%v_per week,

Consul-General Thomas W, Peters, writing from Munich, Bavaria,
says that the wages paid to the overseers and weavers in the large
cotton and liner mills at Augsburg range from $1 to $2.25 per day,
while the unskilled workmen receive 75 cents.

Consul Car Bailey Ilurst, of Plauen, reports that the wni i)a.ld
in the lace and embroidery industry to overseers vag from $5.71 to
$0.62 a week, and, on an averaﬁ, to operatives, $3.51 a week. The
consnl says: “The families of the w people are rarely small,
and it is not infrequent to find & man and wife and several children
subsisting on $3.81 a week. In many instances the wife 1s also a wa%'e-
earner, and the children go to work as soon as possible. Such families

Iy live in a kitehen and one other room. The rent for such an
apartment is rarely less than $2.38 a month, and the general price is
t $3.57. The principal nourishment of the weavers consistz of
tatoes and salt bread and the so-called * wﬁper soup,’ made of water,
eat and

.

read, a little fat, and plenty of pepper. is seldom eaten,
then only in the form of soup meat or sa %

Consul Edward Higgins reports from Stuttgart that the largest firm
in the district informed him that the wages paid overseers vary from
$28.56 to $47.60 per month. A female operative earns 473 to 66% cents
a dn{ and a male operative from 77 cents to $1.02. Eleven hours con-
‘“é“pe‘éil“i’;}?‘&’im tin the labo ditions in Austri

reporting on abor conditions ustria,
after a personal Investigation, says: * From wage lists obtained at
various mills it would seem that 50 cents per day might be taken as the
average cotton-mill wage throughout Austria. As a fair example of
an a mill I give the following detail list of a 40,000-spindle,
900-loom ;%nhemhm mill near Richenberg: icker room, per day, men,
48.7 cents; women, 34.5; cards, one card grinder to every 20 cards,
$4.06 a week; can Eh'l 34.5 cents a day; lapman, 48.7 cents to ever,
12 yards; cleaner, 8.7 cents for every 24 cards: slubbers make $3.2
to 6 a week ; intermediates, so called, make $2.84 to $3.85 a week;
the fine frame tenders make ?2.48 and $5.28 a week ; for ring splnning,
each girl runs one frame of 450 spindles and does her own dnmnf.
The spinners are d per hank, varying from 3.41 cents for Nos. 10 to
22's to 4.30 cents for No. 46's. For mule spinning one sginnar. one
apsrentloe spinner, and one creeler run two mules (1,136 spindles)
and the spinners’ wages are 63 cents a day; reelers, warpers, spoolers,
and winders are Paid by the kilo, and earn from 41 to 49 cents a day.
Weavers as a rule run 2 to 3 looms, and make 61 to 81 cents a day.
At Potsdorf, near Vi in a lax;ge mill havingz 52,000 mule spindles,
and aiooo ring spl.ndlnel:‘,’ found that two spinners got $1.02 per day,
one p 61 cents, one boy creeler 41 cents per day. Each gh-i
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ran one ring frame and did her own doffing and got 21 cents a day.
One carder, at 49 cents, and one boy, at 41 cents ger day, attended to
each 12 cards. On the fine frame one woman and two girls ran two
machines of 180 spindles each, and their wages averaged $2.94 each per
week.

From a table Pmmmd from unpublished statisties given to Mr. Clark

by the president of the Austrian Cotton Spinners as being actnal fig-
ures recently compiled by a member of his associatlon, and from statis-
tics obtained personally hX Mr. Clark, the following dally wages are
iven as paid in typical Austrian mills : Blow room, headman, 67 to
8 cents in lower Austria, 75 cents to $1.02 in Vorarlberg, and 71 cents
to $1.02 in Bohemia. The operative recelved from 40“{0 45 cents in
lower Austria, from 41 to 65 cents in Vorarlberg, and from 41 to 57
cenis in Bohemia. A card grinder in these three districts varied in
wages from 49 cents to 71 cents; a draw-frame tender, from 38 cents
to 50 cents; an oi‘aersth'e on fly frames, from 38 cents to 57 cents; a
gpinner in ring a{» nning, from 31 cents to 49 cents; a spinner in mule
spinning, from 61 cents to $1.09; a twisting operative, from 41 to 61
cents ; a reeler, from 36 cents to 62 cents; a machinist, from 59 to 89
cents ; and an engineer, from 51 to 86 cents. The aversa wages, in
cents, was from $0.416 to $0.586. The legal limit of time Austria is
eleven hours.

Consul J, 8. Twells, in a report from Carlsbad, reports that children
get 8 cents a day and adults from 25 to 40 cents a day in summer in
working in the fields, and one of the lace e:l:?ortern of Neubek sald that
“of course we can not afford to pay such high waﬁea to lace makers.”
Speaking of work in Bohemia, the consul sa{a: * Wages are extremely
low. In the Adler Hills weekly wages of §1 to $1.20 are paid, but as
there are many weeks during the year when no work can be had, the
average weekly earnings are not larger than 80 cents. In good times hus-
band and wife work nlternate!ﬁoelg teen hours a day. Linen shirt buttons
are made, at which wages of to 80 cents a week are earned. Weavers
working at home earn $§1.40 to $4 a week. The straw and baste mat-
ters earn from 20 to 40 cents a day, but after the so-called *season '
is over the wages are lower. Wood carvers earn $1.80 to $2.80 a week
and the brush makers at Gabel from $1.60 to $2 a week. The wood
carvers at the Wittigtal earn $1.60 to $3.60 a week and the wood and
mat makers at Niemes from $1.20 to $1.60 a week. The artificial-
flower makers earn $1 to $2.40 a week. Many women are employed in
glove making who earn from $1.20 to $1.60 a week.

Vice-Consul Arnold Weissberger, of Prague, gives the wages of all
cotton-mill og:mtives who are pald by contract as follows, on the
average r ¥ : Bpinner, 80 cents; placer, 50 cents; drawing-frame
attendant, 45 cents; weaver, 40 cents; warper, 44 cents; bobbing-ma-
chine attendant, 40 cents; overseers, $1.

Consul Charles B. Harris furnishes the following Information of the
weekly wages pald in the leading textile industries of Reichenberg:
Cotton and woolen knitting, men, $2.40 to 83 a week; women, $1.80 to
$2.40; linen department, men, $2.04 to $3.60 ; women, $2.16 to $2.40:
woolen blankets and carpets, male operatives, $2.23 to $6.29; women.
:Egg ég $4.06 ; spinner’s assistant, men, $2.03 to $5.9%; women, $1.B§
o ;

Special Agent Clark givea a report on the wages
taking a leading mill of Budapest as a good t : Picker hands, men,
receive 40 cents a day, and women 24 cents, ubbers receive 40 cents
on an average. Mule spinners on No. 20's receive $1, and piecers 35
cents and boys 30 cents. In ring spinning, girls receive from 22 cents
to 28 cents a day. Reelers pa y plecework make from 24 to 40
cents a day. Weavers are paid by the %iece. recelving 40 cents for 100
meters (meter equals 30.87 inches) of 15-pick (per guarter inch) goods,
and other cloth in proportion,

pecial Agent Clark, reporting on cotton-goods production in Swit-
zerland, says that the hours of labor are eleven Per day, with nine on
SBaturday; and the average dally w paid in the largest cotton
manufacturing company in Switzerlang, which he obtained from their
books, was as follows:

id in HMungary,

Operatives : i Wages.
Weavers e $1. 06
Picker hands_________ . T4

- On cards__. . b8
On draw frames e e AR
On combers.....__ -« 82
On fly frames._ .62
Mule spinners. . 85

n pi - 1 — . B
Twisters et L BY
On ing frames & .64
n reels._____ . B9
Outside laborers__ i 77
workers - Ed .97

Iron workers s 1. 08

Special Agent Clark gives the actnal dally wa and cost of food
at 4 mills in different parts of Switzerland in tt%:sﬁrst part of 1907.
from which it appears that the head man in the blow room received
in one mill 74 cents a day, and in another miil $1.06. The wages of
a_workman varled from 53 to 60 cents a day, and of a waste man from
55 to 61 cents. The head man on *cards’ received from 85 cents to

1.42, while a card grinder got from 62 to 77 cents. Speeders received

om 45 to 65 cents, and creelers from 35 to 30 cents. A ring splnner
received from 44 to 67 cents, and a doffer from 31 to 33 cents. mule
spinner received from 65 to 91 cents, and a plecer from 44 to 66 cents,

eelers got from 41 to 56 cents, and a machinist from 73 cents to $1.12,
A cabinetmaker from 69 cents o $1.02, and a cnrﬁentcr from 83 cents to
97. The prices of the necessaries of life for the operatives in the 4
mills varied slightly, but 2 pounds of bread of average uality cost 6.9
cents, the same amount of meat 36.5 cents, and of flour 9.7 cents, sugar
17.8 cents, and of coffee 62.9 cents.

Writing of the Swiss embroidery and lace industry, Special Agent
Clark says that the great advantage of the Swiss manufacturer is
cheap labor. For instance, the operators employed on the actual work
of embroidering, or * stitching,” as it is technically known, receive in
Bt. Gall from $8 to $12 a week, while in New Jersey from $18 to $30
a week is paid for the same work. The girl overseer in St. Gall is

d_from 38 to 50 cents a day, and in New Jersey from 85 cents to

1.35. The shuttle filler in St. Gall gets 38 cents a day, and In New
ersey 75 cents.

Consul-General Watts reports from Belgium that the majority of the
lace makers earn from 10 to 17 cents a day, while an exceptionally
good worker will earn about 20 cents; and the most expert workers,
of whom there are only 10 or 12 out of 15,000, earn 38 cents a day.

Consul-General Michael, reporting from Caleutta, India, says that
most of the embroidering on silk there is done by men. America takes
two-thirds of all ship from Calcutta. Patterns in 4 or 5 breadths,
27 inches wide, are made and sold in Calcutta at 15 to 20 rupees (rupee,

32.34 cents), The same kind of work on mull of suitable fineness and
strength is done by men and women for 9 to 12 rupees. Handker-
chiefs for ladies sell for 34 cents a dozen, and the highest ﬁrlced ones,
of chikon work, sell for less than $2 per dozen. An article that requires
six days to make, the operatives working from ten to twelve hours a
day, sells for $1, and out of this the man or woman whose toil produced
the article receives less than 33 cents.

Special Agent Willlam Whitham, jr., who spent considerable time in
Great Britain investigating the cotton industry, reported that the
average weekly wages .fer operative in 1882 were $4.08; and in 1893,
$4.56; and in 1907, $4.68. Taking the same data for weaving mills,
the hours being the same, the average weekly wages rose from $£3.60 in
1882 to $3.96 in 1893, and again to $4.32 In 1895.

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate do now adjourn.

Mr, CLAY. Mr. President, one moment. Does that mean to
come back in the morning or to come back to-night?

Mr. ALDRICH. To-morrow morning. The Senator from
Wyoming [Mr. WAReEN] desires to address the Senate, and he
prefers to do so to-morrow rather than to-night.

Mr. CLAY. It does strike me that there ought to be some
other schedule that we might be able to take up in the absence
of the Senator from Wyoming.

Mr. ALDRICH. I think that we are practically through with
the bill, except——

Mr. CLAY. The Senator is mistaken; there are several para-
graphs in this bill that have not been considered yet. The
question of hides has not been considered; the agricultural-im-
plements paragraph has not been disposed of ; the oil paragraph
has not been considered.

Mr. ALDRICH. The paragraph in regard to agricultural
implements has been agreed to.

Mr. CLAY. The Senator is mistaken, because we were on
that paragraph when we adjourned.

Mr. ALDRICH. No; I think the Senator was probably not
here when that paragraph was agreed to.

Mr. CLAY. I think I am correct, for I marked it, and I am
sure that it has not been agreed to. We were on that para-
graph when we adjourned, and we then turned to another para-
graph the next day. Now, the Senator is fully aware——

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I hope my motion will not
be lost sight of.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The discussion is proceeding
by unanimous consent.

Mr. ALDRICH. Inasmuch as it is almost half past 5, T shall
have to call the attention of the Chair to the fact that I made a
motion to adjourn,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understands.

Mr. CLAY. Well, I say this——

Mr, ALDRICH. I shall have to insist on my motion before
half past 5.

Mr., CLAY. The Senator from Rhode Island has stated to
the Senate time and again that he was anxious to get through
with this bill and to have it passed. The Senator is fully aware
of the fact that many of us on this side of the Chamber have
come here night after night to attend the night sessions with a
view of getting through with this bill. Now, Mr. President——

Mr. ALDRICH. I shall have to ask that my motion be put.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order is demanded.

Mr. CLLAY. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A motion to adjourn is not
debatable.

Mr. CLAY. I rise to a question of order. The Senate has
heretofore fixed the hour of half after 5 o'clock to take a
recess and to reconvene at 8 o'clock, and then to sit not later
than 11 o'clock.

Mr. ALDRICH. A motion to adjourn is always in order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion
of the Senator from Rhode Island.

Mr. CLAY. I rise to a question of order; and I ask to be
heard on that question.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion
of the Senator from Rhode Island.

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to adjourn is not
debatable.

Mr. CLAY. Oh; there is no parliamentary law, Mr. Presi-
dent——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion
of the Senator from Rhode Island.

Mr. CLAY. I make the point that there is no quorum present.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion
of the Senator from Rhode Island that the Senate adjourn.

Mr. CLAY. I make the point that there is no quorum here,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Those in favor of the motion
will say “aye” and those opposed “ no.”

Mr. CLAY. I call for a division.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ayes have it: and the
Senate stands adjourned until to-morrow (Wednesday, June 9,
1909) at 10.30 o'clock a. m.
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